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Continu d from No. 19. 
he said, to take up Senate bill No. 1, (as reported with amend- 
ments from the select committee of this House, heretofore ap- 
inted on the subject of the currency,) being a bill to repeal the 
act commonly caliedthe Sub*Treasury law. 

Mr. 5. waived the motion tor the moment, at the request ef 
the Speaker. : ‘ ; 7 

The SPEAKER laid before the House certain parcels of tes- 
timony in the case of the contested election from the State of 
Virginia; which, ‘ ‘ 

On motion of Mr. WISE, were referred to the Committee of 
Elections. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a message from 
the President of the United States, transmitting a report from 
the several Executive Departments, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the 16th July, requesting 

‘a list of the officers of the Government, who derive their 
appointment from the nomination of the President and the con- 
currence of the Senate, who have been removed from office 
since the 4th of March last; denoting in such list their names 
and grades, and dates of thelr removals, and the persons ap- 
pointed in their places. Also, a like list of the names of those 
whose terms of service being limited to four years were not re- 
nominated to the Senate, and alike list ofthe names of those 
nominated in their places. Also, the names of all officers re- 
moved, under similar circumstances, from the 4th March, 129, 
to 4th March, 1841 ” 

On motion of Mr. BRIGGS, the message and accompany- 
ing oe were laid on the table, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Postmaster General, inobedience to a resolution of 
the House of the 3d instant, on the subject of the detention of the 
mail between Baltimore and New York; which was jaid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. 

‘rhe question then recurred on the motion of Mr. SeRcEANT 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. W.C. JOH N#ON was willing, he said, to vote in favor 
of the motion; but it would be with the hupe, if it should pre. 
vail, that the committee would take up the District Bank bill, 
or some bill other than that relating to the repeal of the Sub- 
Treasury law. 

Mr. BARNARD said if the motion to go into committee pre- 
vailed, he would move that the committee take up the bank- 
rupt bill. 

Mr. MALLORY submitted to the Speaker that all this discus- 
sion was out of order. The question was not debatable, 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not debatable. The 
question would be put simply on going into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and, if that motion prevailed, 
a majority would have control of the business to be acted on. 

Mr. BARNARD said he did not wish to debate the motion. 
All he intended to do was to give notice that, if the motion pre- 
vailed, he would move that the committee proceed to the consi- 
deration ofthe bankrupt law. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have that privilege 

By general consent, Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on 
Public lands, reported at the, same time a bill allowing further 
time to complete,the issuing of warrants for military land boun- 
ties to the non-commissioned officers and soldiers of the late 
late war with Great Britain, and making provision for satisfy- 
ing the same. 

nmotion of Mr. M. the bill having been read twice by its 
title, was referred to the Commitee ef the Whole and ordered 
to be printed, 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. SercgantT; 
which having prevailed— 

The House resolved itselfinto Committee on the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mi. TittinaHast, of Rhode Island, in 
the Chair.) 

Mr. SERGEANT moved that the committee take up Se- 
nate bill No. 1. to repeal the Independent Treasury act, as re- 
ported with amendments to the House from the Select Commit- 
tee on the Currency. 

Mr. BARNARD supposed, he said, that it would not be in 
order to move to amend that motion. But hegave notice, if 
that —" was rejected, he would move to take up the bank- 
rupt bi , 

r. W. COST JOHNSON gave notice that heshould move 
to take up the District bank bill. 

Mr. CUSHING called for tellers on the motion of Mr. Ssr 
GBANT; his (Mr. C.’s) wish being, he said, to vote against the 
motion, in order that the committee might proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bankrupt bill. 

Mr. FEKNANDO WOOD objected to any motion as out 
of order until the Chairman had announced the fact that the 
House was in committee. 

And the CHAIRMAN having formally announced that fact— 

The Heuse ordered tellers on the motion of Mr. SERGEANT 
Mr. Atuert. Nof New Hampshire, and Mr. Catvary Morris 
of Ohio, were appointed tellers. 

(The confusion in the committee was here so great as almost 
to prevent any thing being heard ] 

@ question was then taken on the motion of Mr. SgRGEANT, 
and the vote stood—ayes 82, nves 89. 

So the House refused to take up the bill in relation to the re- 
peal of the Sub-Treasury. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN moved that the committee take up the 
Senate bill providing for a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Maryland asked the conmittee, by 
general consent, to take up the Senate bill in relation to the 
census 


The motion being agreed to, the bill was taken up and 


Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, suggested that as his col- 
league, (Mr. RANDALL,] who had some important amend- 
ments to offer to this bill, was not at the moment in his 
seat, the bill, by general consent, should be laid aside for the 
present. 

After some conversation, the suggestion was acceded to, and 
the bill, by general consent,was laid aside. 





TUESDAY, AUGUST 17, 1841. 

The question then recurred on the motion. first submitted by 
Mr. Barnanp, and renewed by Mr. W. W. Irwin, that the 
committee proceed to the consideration of the Senate ball to 
provide for a uniform system of bankrupicy throughout the 
United States. 

| Tellers (Messrs. BOARDMAN and MgpILL) were appointed 

| Aod the question being taken (by ayes 87, noes 68) the motion 
was agreed to. 


] 


| The bill (which contains seventeen sections) was then read 
1! through. 
1} Whereupon Mr. BRIGGS suggested that it be laid aside for 
the present, by general consent, (in order, as the Reporter ur 
derstood, ) that the committee might proceed to dispose of the bill 
in relauon to the repeal of the Sub-Treasury. 
Mr. MALLORY objects d. 

Mr. BRIGGS said he would then move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bili was taken up. 

Mr. BARNARD desired to remark, he said, that he had no 

; strong personal desire to press this bill on the attention of the 
' committee this morning. He had regarded it asa measure of 
| great importance, and had thought it his duty, therefore, to 
| move that it be taken up. If, however, a majority should de- 

sire (0 take up the other bill in preference to this, (especially as 
|} he understood that it would not occupy any great length of 
time, but could be disposed of by Monday,) he was perfectly 
willing, under the ceneral understanding and consent of the 
triends of the bankrupt bill that it should come up after the other 
had been disposed of, that 1t be now laid aside 
} Mr. MALLORY objected. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. Briags to recon- 
sider the vote— : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Maryland submitted to the Chair that the 
committee had no power to reconsider a vote 

Mr. PICKENS declared that he had never heard of such 
a thing as the reconsideration of a vote in committee. The 
committee might, by the vote ofa majority, lay aside a billl, 
but as to the reconsidering a vote in commiitee 
heard of it. 

Mr. BRIGGS 
aside? 

The SPEAKER said it was. 

Mr. BRIGGS then withdrew the motion to reconsider, and 
moved to jay the bill aside. 





















, he had never 


Is it in order to move to lay the bil 


After some conversation, the motion was taken by tellers, 
(Messrs. BoARDMAN and PickeNs acting,) on the motion 
that the bill be laid aside, and the vote stood, ayes 104, 


noes Ll. 

But no quorum voted. 

Mr. PROFFL¢’ moved that the committee rise and report that 
fact to the House 

Mr. MORGAN called upon the Chairman to ceunt 
House. There was evidently a quorum present, but 
men did not vote. 

Mr. BRIGGS hoped the Chair would satisfy himself whether 
a quorum Was present or not, 

Mr. PROFFIT called Mr. Bricas to order. 

The committee was ina state of great confusion. 

The CHAIRMAN said there was evidently, in the opinion 
of the Chair, aquorum present. 

Several voices. The chairman has no right to set up his opi- 
nion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be taken again. 

Mr. =NYDER. Is it in order to move tv adjourn? 

The CHAIRMAN being about to count the committee 

The CHAIRMAN. Not in Committee. 

Mt. PICKENS said, 1 thought it had been announced by the 
Chair that there was no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereisa quoitum present. 

Several voices. ‘Ihe Chair hasno right now to decide that 
point. The committee must rise, and report the fact. 

Mr. PROFIT. If the chairman sets aside the vote 
justtaken, I appeal from the decision, and I wil! reduce my 
point of order to writing 

Mr. KING. Imove that the committee rise. 

Which motion having been agreed to, the committee rose 
ani the chairman reported that the committee had had under 
consideration the state of the Union generally, and especially 
the bill to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy, and made 
some progress, but come to no conclusion thereon. 

Several voices. Report the fact, report the fact, there was 
no quorum. 

REPEAL OF THE SUB TREASURY. 

Mr. SERGEANT then rose, and moved thatthe Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
consideration of the Senate bill No. 1, being a billin relation 
to the repeal of the Sub Treasury, in ordef to its being taken 
up in the House 

[Cries of ‘‘Acreed, agreed.’’] 

Mr. BRIGGS asked the yeas and nays on the motion, with a 
view, he said, to see if a quorum was present. 

Mr. VAN BUREN moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. KING. lLask the Speaker to bring the House to order. 
And T move the previous question on the motion ofthe gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, |Mr. SerGeanr. } 

Mr. WELLER submitted to the Speaker that the motion of 
Mr. SERGEANT was not in order 

The SP+. AKER decided that the motion was in order. 

Mr. PICKENS. Is the question debatable? 

The SPEAKER said, being a question of priority of busi- 
ness, it was not. 

Mr. PICKENS. 

Mr. ADAMS. 
not debatable? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. WELLER. 
voting? 

The SPEAKER said it was. 

Mr. ADAMS. lappeal from the decision of the Chair, that 
this question is not debatable. 

The SPEAK: R. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WELLER) 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WELLER. Lasked to be excused from voting, because 
Tam not ready to vote. 


the 
gen'le- 


Itis a most extraordinary proceeding. 
Does the Speaker decide that the question is 


Ves. 
Is it in order to move to be excused from 








—_——— 








50 CTs. PER EXTRA SESSION. 


ee 


Votume 10----No. 20. 











Mr. BOTTS rows, he said, to a question of order. Wher the 
gentleman {tum Georgia (Mr. Kine] rose and addressed the 
Chair, requesting that order might be restored, he was recog 
nied by the Speaker, and, before taking his seat, he submitted a 
disunct proposition, in order, taking his seat,he submitied a dis 
tinct proposition, In order, for the previous question. The 
Chair did not submit the question to the House, for the reason, 
ashe (Mr. B.) understoed, that there was a general understand 
ing that there would be no debate. 

{Cries of “there Was no such understanding.”’} 

Mr. BOTTS then requested that the Speaker would put the 
juestion on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. KING. I did disuucdy make the mouon for the previ- 
ous question, 

The SPEAKER. 
tieman. 
Mr. 
motion 

The SPEAKER, 
motion for th 


The Chair did not so understand the gen- 


BOTTS. The gentleman did distinctly make tha 
The question then w:il be on seconding the 
previous question, 

Mr. ADAMS. [| heard amouon to adjourn from some mem 
ber, and acalltor the yeas and nays upon it. What has be 
come of that motion? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to adjourn was made, but it was 
made out order * 

Mr. ADAMS said that he distinctly heard the motion to ad 
journ previous to the call forthe previeus question. 


Mr. WELLER. Is it in order now to move an adjourn 
ment? 


The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. WELLER. I then move that the Houseadjowrn. 
Mr. LEWis WILLIAMS asked the yeas and nays 
were ordered, and, being taken, were—yeas 86, nays 118. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

And the question recurring on seconding the demand of Mr 
Kina for the previous questiion— 

Mr. BIDLACK rose to state, for the consideration of the 
House, a pout of order, The question was upon the resolu 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. SsrxraRpant) w 
discharge the Committee of the Whole from further conside 
ration of the bill No. 1, repealing the Sub-Treasury bill, with 
amendments, as he contended, fouching,the appropriation of 
money and Uie mode of payment. 

He therefore respectiully submitted, whether the mution to 
discharge the committee was in order, inasmuch as this bill had 
not been discussed in Committee,and rule 125 was imperative, in 
the following words 

“All proceedings touching the appropriation of monéy, shail 
first be discussed in Committee of the whole House,’’ 

Afte some reimarks Irom Messrs, BOTTS, CUSHING, SER- 
GEANT, PICKENS, ADAMS, and KING, ; 

The SPEAKER decided the motion in order, from which de 
ciston Mr. BIDLACK appealed, and stated the ground of his 
appeal, 

srr some further remarks from Messrs. BOTTS, SER 
GEANT, and CUSHING, 

Mr. BIDLACK said he had much confidence that this bill 
should be first discussed im committee, but rather than em- 
barrass the acuion of the House,he would withdraw the ap- 
peal. 

So the appeal was withdrawn. 

The quesuion again recurring on the second for] the previous 
question, there was a second. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina rose to a point of order, 
He was understood to say that the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr, 
KiNG] bad risen and made a mouon for the previous quesion, 
but had not been recognised by the Speaker. The House had 
passed to other business or entertained other motions. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Borts} had then risen and stated 
thal, some Ume ago, the gentleman from Georgia (Mr, Kino} 
had moved the previous question. 

Mr. BOTTS. Isthegentleman in o1der? The motion for the 
previous question has been putand carried. 

Mr. CAMPLELL. Il has not been carried, as I 
stand It. 

Mc. BOTTS. 
jority. ; 

The SPEAKER. k is too late for the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. CAMPBELL) to raise this point of order 
now. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My pointof order is this: I wish it to be 
understood, and to have the decision of the speaker Upon it, 
that, inasmuch as the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Kine] ac 
quies¢ed in ail the proceedings which took place subsequent to 
his mouen, and prior to the attenuop of the Speaker being 
called to it by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Borrs,} 
therefore the notion is net to be regarded as having been retog- 
nised, or as being formally before the House, but merely in the 
light of a conversation. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL appealed from the decision of the Chair. 

And the questiou recurring on ordering the main question 

Mr. TURNEY wished to be informed whether the gentleman 
from Georgia {Mr. Kino] was entitled to the floor when he 
moved the previous question. 

The SPEAKER did not recollect. 

The questio.: was then put on the appeal; and the House sts 
tained the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. PROFFIT asked the yeas and nays, which were ordered 
and, being taken, were as follows: 

YEAS—Mersrs. Adama, Alford, Allen, 8. J. Andrews, ar 
noid, Aycrigg, Baker, Barnard, Barton, Birdseye, Black, 
Biair, Boardima”, Borden, Bouts, Brockway, Bonson, Milton 
Brown, Buricil, Calhouo, William B, Campbell, Caruthers, 
Childs, Chiuienden, John C. Clark, Staley WW. Clark Cowen, 
Cranston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, Deberry, John wars, 
Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gamble, 
Giddings, Goggin, P. G. Goode, Green, Greig, Hail, Halsted, 
W. 3. Hastings, Henry, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, James Irvin, 
William W. Irwin, James, John . Kennedy, King, Lane, 
Lawrence, Linn, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Max- 
well, Maynard, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrew, Osborne, 
Owsley, Pendieion, Powell, Ramsey, B, Randall, Rando!ps, 


vl 


which 


under 


It has been carried, and by a large ma- 
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Rencher, Ridgway, Rodney, Russell, Saltonstall, Sergeant, 
Simonton, Smith, Stanly, Sobol, Stratton, Siuart, 
an aetays. B. Thompson, R. V ee 
inghest, Toland, Tomlinson, Trumbull, Underwood, Van 
Rensselaer, Wallace, Washington, Joseph L. White, Thomas 
W.. Williams, Lewis Williams, Winthrop, Yorke, A. Young, 
and J. Young—105. : 

NAYS—Mesars. Arrington, Atherton, Bunks, Beeson, Bid- 
lack, Bowne, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, 
Sampson H. Butler, William Butler, William O. Batier, Green 
W. Caldwell, P. ©. Caldwell, J. Campbell, Cary, Chapman, 
Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Cross, Daniel, R. D. Davis, William 
©. Dawaon, Dean, Dimock, Doan, Doig, J. C. Edwards, Eg- 
bert, Ferris, J. G, Floyd,C. A. Floyd, Fornance, Thomas F. 
Poster, Gentry, Gilmer, William O. Goode, Gordon, Graham, 
Gustine, Habersham, Harris, John Hastings, Holmes, Hop- 
kins, Houck, Houston, Ingersoll, Jack, Cave Johnson, John 
W. Jones, Keir, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, 
A. McClellan, R. McClellan, McKay, Mallory, Marchand, A. 
Marshall, Mathews, Medill, Meriwether, Newhard, Nisbet, 
Oliver, Parmenter, Patridge, Pearce, Pickens, Plumer, Proffit, 
Rayner, Reding, Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sanford, 
Saunders, Slade, Snyder, Sollers, Sprig, Steenrod, Sweney, 
Turney, Van Buren, Ward, Warren, Watterson, Weller, West- 
brook, E. D. White, J. W. Williams, C. H. Williams, and 
Wood—101. 

Se the House determined that the main question should be 
now taken 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON asked the yeas and nays thereon; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. J. G. FLOYD moved to lay the motion of Mr. Sexrorant 
@) the table, tut withdrew 1. 

Mr. BNYDER renewed the motion, but did not persist in it. 

And the main question, being on the motion of Mr. Ssr- 
GRANT to discharge the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union from the further consideration of the said bill, ae pro- 
pron to be amended by the select committee of the House, 

as then taken. 

Before the vote was announced— 

Mr. ADAMS rose and said that he was not within the bar 
when his name was called, but he wished to give his reasons 
“ey he did not vote. 

he SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

And the vove was then announced, as follows: 

YEA®—Meesers, Alford, Allen, Sherlock J. Andrews, Arnold, 
Ayctigg, Baker, Barnard, Barton, Birdseye, Black, Blair, 
Boardman, Botts, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Milton Brown, 
Calhoun, William B Campbell, Caruthers, Childs, Chittenden, 
J.C, Clark, 8. N. Clark, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, G. Davis, 
Deberry, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Law- 
rence Foster, Gamble, Giddings, Goggin, P. G. Goode, Green, 
Greig, Hall, Halsted, William 8. Hastings, Henry, Howard, 
Hudson, Hunt, James Irvin, W.W. Irwin, James, J.P. Kennedy, 
King, Lanse, Lawrence, Linn, Samseu Mason, Mathiot, Mat- 
tocke, Maxwell, Maynard, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Os- 
borne, Owsley, Pendieton, Powell, Kamsay, Benjamin Ran- 
dall, Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney, Russell, Saltoustall, Ser- 

t, Shepperd, Simonton, Smith, Sollers, Stokeley, Suratton, 

uart, Summers, Taliaferro, John B. Thompson, Richard W. 
‘Thompson, Tings Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trum- 
Dull, Underwood, Van Rensselear, Wallace, Joseph I. White, 
T. W. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, Yorke, Augustus Young, 
and John Young—103. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Arrington, Atherton, Banks, Beeson, Bid- 
lack, Bordon, Bowne, Boyd, Charles Brown, Burke, Burnell, 
Bam pevn H. Butler, William Butler, Wm. O. Butler. Green W. 
Caldwell, P. C. Caldwell, Cary, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, 
Coles, Cross, Daniel, &. D. Davis, William C. Dawson, Dean, 
Dimock, Doan, Doig, J. C. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, John G. 
Fioyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Thomas F. Foster, Gentry, 
Gilmer, Wm. O. Goode, Gordon, Graham, Gustine, Haber- 
sham, Harris, John Hastings, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, 
Houston, Hunter, Ingersoll, Jack, Wm. C. Johnson, Cave 
Johnson, John W. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Lit- 
tefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, R. McClellan, McKay, 
Marchand, Alfred Marshall, Thomas I’. Marshall. Mathews, 
Medill, Meriwether, Newhard, Nisbet, Oliver, Parmenter, 
Patridge, Pickens, Proffit, Rayner, Reding, Rencher, Rhett, 
Riggs, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, Slade, snyiler, 

prigg, Steenrod, Sweney, Turney, Van turen, Ward, Wat- 
terson, Weller, Westbrook, E. D. White, J. W. Williams, 
Christopher Hi. Williams, and Wood—102. 

So the Committee on the Whole en the state of the Union 
was discharged from the further consideration of the said bill. 

Some further discussions followed on points of order, in 
which Messrs. HOPKINS, BRIGGS, GILMER, ADAMS, and 
the SPEAKER participated; but no proceedings were had 
thereon 


And the Senate bill No. 1, to repeal the act commonly known 
as the Sub Treasury law, with the amendments proposed to 
the said bill by the select committee appointed by this House, 
on the currency, being now under consideration— 

Mr. PEARCE of Maryland having obtained the floor, went 
intoa speech in detail, in reply to that made by his colleague, 
(Mr. Mason,) which he quoted as he proceeded. The body of 
the speech was of a local character, referring to the history of 
the late Presidenual canvass in Maryland 

Mr. MASON now rose to set his colleague right. He said 
the great object of his colleague seemed to have been to turn 
what he said a few days ago into ridicule. He thought it un- 
fair in his colleague to say what he had said because he had 
showed him a letter he had written to the Baltimore Patriot, 
that he had been grossly misrepresented, and desired him to for- 
bear further comment until he had his speech before him. He 
pai! before the people in his district, when he ran for the Legis. 
jJature last fall, he was beaten by General Harrison’s great 
name—but when he ran for Congress, he ran asa frie d of the 
Sub-Treasury, and waselected. Hesaid his opponent held up 
before the people the badge of mourning for the memory of 
Harrison, but it wouldnot do. Mr. B. then recapitulated the 

uments of his former speech. 
“hovers! explanations took place between Mr. M. and Mr. 
SOLLERS, who controveried some of his positions. 

Mr, GORDON of New York now, amidsundry calls to order, 
and frequent interruptions, made a severe attack upon the 
Bavk, as ep by Congress, and defended the Bub-Treasury 
system. tie, of course, was ageinst the repeal of the act. He 
the paopie had always spurned a Bank when it had been 

LR 


DS took the floor on the same side, and spoke 


ft 


uring the hour in opposition, generally, to this bill, and espe. 





cially to the bill which passed the House yesterday for the es- 
tablishment of a Fisca! Bank of the United States. Mr. 8. said 
he was unexpec.edly called upon to address the House, but his 
remarks showed nv want of preparation. 

A message was received from the Senate, informing the 
House that that body had passed the navy pension bill, with 
- amendment, and asking the concurrence of this Mouse 
therein. 


Mr. PICKENS obtained the fioor; but yielded it for the mo- 
ment, when 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the bills lying on the Speaker’s 
table be taken up on their first and second reading, and refer- 
red to their appropriate committees; which motion having been 
agreed to— 

The bill making appropriations for various fortifications, for 
ordnance, and for preventing and suppressing Indian hostili 
ties, which had been sent from the Senate with certain amend- 
ments, was taken up,,and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

The bill to provide for the payment of navy pensions, above 
referred to, was taken up, and referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, the bill to revive and ex- 
tend the charters of the banks in the Disirict of Columbia was 
taken up, read twice by its title, and reterred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. . 

Mr. ADAMS, on leave, presented a petition from numerous 
stone-cutters and others, formerly «employed on the public build 
ings, and discharged in consequence of a suspension of the 
works, asking relief; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, to whom had been referred the subject of lighting the 
Hall with gas, made a report thereon, accompanied by a resolu- 
tion; both of which were, on his motion, ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Monpay, August 9, 1841. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial asking 
that chloride of lime might not be subjected to 
duty. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Linn, some 
days since, requiring the President to give notice 
to the Briusas Government, agreeably to the con- 
vention of 1827, putting an end to the treaty for 
the joint eceupation of Oregon, was taken up, 
when 

Mr. LINN announced his intention to offer some 
few remarks on the subject either tomorrow or 
next day; meantime, he would request that it be 
passed over informally, which was acquiesced 
in. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Cray of Ala- 
bama, relating to the appointment of additional 
clerks in the land office, and the grounds on which 
they were appointed, &c. was taken up, when 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana said he would call the 
attention of the Senate to the subject-matter of the 
resolution. Sofar as he was individually con- 
cerned, he had no objection to the reselution; but 
he submitted whether it was worth while to bur- 
den the Departments wi'b a ca!l of this kind, where 
no legislative aciion could grow out of it. [a his 
opinion, Congress had nothing to do with the ap- 
pointment of clerks; that belonged exclusively to 
the Executive branch ef Government. If any le- 
gitimate object could be effected by it, he would 
be justas willing as any Senator in the body that 
itshould pass. But most rot all perceive, if we 
had the right to call on one Department, we had 
the same right to ca.! on another, until there might 
be no end to calls, out of which, as he had said 
before, no legislative action conld grow? During 
his legislative life, he had never seen a resolution 
of similar import; but, if it was proper in itself, he 
was not disposed to make this an exception. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama thought the resolation 
touched a tender place. The present Administra- 
tion had come in under the cry of “retrenchment 
and reform,” and under that cry he had unders:ood 
several new clerks had been appointed to the Land 
Officr; and he sought to institute an examination 
into the facts and the gronnds on which these ap- 
pointments had been made; and should he not be 
permitted to do so? He would suggest that legis- 
lation might grow out of the facts. Suppose they 
heard that the head of an office had been abusing 
his privileges: should they not institute an 
inquiry into the facts of the case? When it 
was known that the business o! an office was so 
ma'erially diminished as to requ're the dismissal of 
some twenty clerks under one Admiristra‘ion, and 
all at once it was found that another Administra- 
tion, coming into power under the badges of re- 
form and economy, had aproiated additional 
clerks, was it not important td ascertain whether 
the tacts as stated were soor not? He ihonght the 





Senator from Indiana must at once admit the pro- 
pricty of the call. 

Mr. LINN said this was to be a reform Admi- 
nistration, and it could not begin at a better time 
to carry outits pledges. He was nota little sur. 
prised to see objection made to a resolution calling 
tor a simple statement of facts. But it only 
served to show that there was no disposition to carry 
out their pledges, That about economy and reform 
was just about as muchrespected as that about pro- 
scription, and he should endeavor to nail such 
counterfeits to the counter, that those who ran 
might read. What, said Mr. L. after the public 
buildings are nearly finished and the Florida war 
closed,1s it notour right as wellas our duty to see that 
the immense sums asked fer by you should be usea 
properly? You made the charges ageaiast us of 
profligacy, dishonesty, and extravagance, and now 
we mean to male you honest, whether you will 
or no!; we shali watch clcsely your movements; 
we shall look into jour Abolition appointments, 
and every thing else, I promise you. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana would say nothing 
more. Hemade no obj-ction to the resolution if 
it was aproper one. He had nothing to appre- 
hend from the most r'gid serutiny; therefore the 
remarks of the Senators from Alabama and Missou- 
ricou'd not app.y, as no such matters had pre- 
sented themselves to his mind. He wasas willing, 
ay, and as ready, as any Senator on that floor to 
expose abuses, let them exist where they might. 
His remarks had no reference to the screening of 
any body from just responsibility, but simply to 
determine the quesiion whether the resolution was 
proper or expedient where legislative action was 
not Jikely to grow outof it. And he desired, once 
for all, todisclaim any other object. 

Mr. BUCHANAN requested the Secretary would 
read the resolution again. 

The resolution was read by the Secretary, as de- 
sired. 

Mr. PRESTON did not see any objection to the 
call made by the resolution. He, for one, did not 
think that any additional clerks should be employed 
in any of the Departments, unless the business ab- 
solutely demanded the addition. He thought, 
however, the resolution did not go far enough. It 
ought to reach far enough back to show by con- 
trast whether the number of clerks now employed 
is greater than the average number during the la'e 
Administration. He understood the present Ad- 
ministration to be a Whig reform Administration, 
and such he was satisfied it would prove to be. 
He believed it would co beter than the late Ad- 
ministration. But the question of reform was not 
whether twenty clerks had been dispensed with at 
the eve of going out of power, which the new Ad- 
ministration might find necessary to carry on the 
business, but whether the aggregate ot expenditure 
could not be retrenched, without impairing the 
business of the country. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama said the fact was, that 
the twenty clerks diswissed from the Land Office by 
the late Administration, were dismissed three or 
four years ago. 

Mr. PRESTON, in continnation, contended that 
a case could arise to make it appear that a new 
Administration was extravagant by an Administra- 
tion just going out of power, dismissing employees 
of the Government, and leaving ita matter of ne- 
ces-i'y for the succeeding Administration to make 
additions, or allow the business to fall in arrear. 
He then alluded to the charges brought against the 
present Administration for remova's from office. 
He contended that the removals had not been one- 
tenth of those made on the late Administration 
coming into power. The removals then made 
were made as if it was the first duty of the party 
coming into power to disiribute office to those who 
brovght it into power. It was a tyrannical exer- 
cise of power which the present party in power re- 
pudiated, and did not act upon. 


Mr. LINN requested he would be allowed to say 
one word; it was in relation to the grounds taken 
by the party now in power, in their assaults on Mr. 
Van Buren’s administration. These were, that 
the removals in his and Gen. Jackson’s time were 
unconstitutional, without the sanction of the Se- 
nate, This was carried so far asto be embodied 
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in resolutions presented to this body. The remo- 
vals were charac'erized as tyrannical and uncon- 
stitutional. 

Mr. PRESTON contended that, although the 
grounds named by the ‘Senator from Missouri 
might have been taken at first, the point of consti- 
tationality was subsequently laid over, and the 
ground taken by the Whig party before the people 
was, that removuls for opinion’s sake were ty- 
rannical and oppressive. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama rose to reply, when the 
Chair announced that the morning hour had ex- 

ired. 
: Mr. CLAY of Alabama would ask of the cour- 
tesy of the Senate to be allowed to proceed. 

The question was put, and, ona division, there ap- 
peared 20 for and 13 against it. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama did not expect, when 
the resolution was submitted, that it would have 
created any debate. It wasa simple call, asking 
nothing extraordinary, and making no charges. 
Why, then, all this excitement? He desired to test 
the fidelity of those who came into power, and see 
whether their pledges had been redeemed. It was 
but the other day they had from the Committee on 
Finance areport, a great flourish about retrench- 
ment—six thousand nine hundred and eighty-one 
dollars was the credit side of the shee:—per 
contra, twelve millions, to meet a deficit which 
they could not show; besides all which, there was 
a new tariff bill to raise some millions more. 

Mr. PRESTON. Well, it 1s to pay your debts. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama. The gentleman says 
something about debis; we know their policy is to 
charge every thing upon us, and define nothing; 
but we challenge scrutiny into all our acts. Ac- 
cording tothe pledges of gentlemen, proscription 
was to be proscribed, retrenchment and reform 
were to ensue, and yet what bad been the evi- 
denees? A Joan of twelve millions, added to the 
power of issuing Treasury no’es to the amount of 
six millions more; then to issue bonds for ten mil- 
lions, and seven millions more on a contingency, 
which was almost sure to happen; and these were 
the evidences which they had in the first four 
months of the new Administration. They would 
see how far the people would tolerate their acts. 
He hoped the resolution would be permitted to 
pass. The Senator from South Carolina had said 
something about a sudden fit of retrenchment after 
the November election; but the clerks he alluded 
to were dismissed a year before, and the busiuess 
of the office was brought up so that their services 
could be dispensed with. 

Mr. PRESTON said it was not his intention to 
object to the resolution; he merely wished it to 
reach back through the late Administration, so that 
a fair contrast could be drawn. He would offer 
an amendment, calling for returns of addiiions to 
the number of c'erks made within the last four 
years in the same Department. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama had no objection if the 
words “or diminution” were put in. 

Mr. LINN explained that some of the additions 
made during the period called for, were temporary 
and merely called for by the action of Congress 
and the necessity of bringing up a long arrear of 
business in the Department. 


Mr. PRESTON bad no objection to a fair state- 
ment; the facts would be given so that the occasion 
for the additions would beseen. He had no doubt 
the present head of the Department could show the 
greunds on which he made additions, if any. 


Mr. BENTON explained the necessity which 
existed in several of the Departments for bringing 
up arrears of business; bat when those arrears 
were brought up, the invarizble rule of the late 
Administration was, to dismiss the temporary clerks 
hired for the purpose of clearing up such arrears. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had a few remarks 
to make on the subject under discussion,and would 
be glad to have an oppoitanity; but understood 
that while he was out, it was agreed the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Cray] should close for this 
morning, and that the diseussion would be laid 
over till to-morrow mominyg. 


Mr. BENTON asked if the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania meant \o go on now? 


Mr. BUCHANAN gave way to the Senator | 


from Misscuri. 

Mr. BENTON said he would give realities in- 
stead of imaginations—he would give real cases of 
proscription instead of the imaginary picture which 
had been presented by Mr, Preston. He would 
show an estimate for $72.800 sent in by Mr. Web- 
ster, and endorsed by Mr. Webster. Mr. B. read 
the estimate as follows: 

To the House of Representatives: 

_ [transmit herewith to Congress a communication from the 
Secretary of S:ate on the subject of appropriations required for 
the outfits and salaries of diplomatic agents of the United states. 


; JOHN TYLER, 
WaAsHINoTON, July 27, 1841. 


— 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 


Washington, July 26, 1541. 

Sir: I have the honor to state that, in consequence of appoint- 
ments, made and contemplated, of diplomatic agents of the 
United States, appropriations will be required for the objects 
herein stated, and to request that the usual communication 
may be made to Congress. 
For outfits of ministers to Russia, Spain, Mexico, and 

Brazil, and of charges (affaires to Portugal, Den 

mark, Sardinia, Naples, Chili, and Texas, sixty-three 


thousand dollars : 


; ‘ $63,000 
For salaries of ministers to Spain and Brazil for the re- 


sidue of the current year as . 8,000 
For salaries of the secretaries of legauon to the same 
places” - ° . ,800 


Ihave the honor to be, sir, 
Your obedient servant, 


DANItL WEBSTER. 
The PresipeEnt. 


He said that here was the whole diplomatic 
corps abroad, with a few exceptions, called home 
at once, that their places may be filled by Federa- 
lists and Abolitionists. This large sum, ca!led for 
at this extra sessi n—this t’a-tax session—for the 
purpose of changing officers—Democrats for Fe- 
deralists, Abolitionists! Mr. B. said he began tohave 
some respect for their Abolitionists, notwithstand.- 
ing their dangerous principles, because they 
compelled their allies to respect them. He re- 
speeted those who respected themselves, and com- 
peiled their confederates to tespect. Tne Abo i- 
tionists have their share of ail appointments, from 
the highest to the lowest—more than their share— 
and they extort it from a Virginia Administration. 
In reply to Mr. Presron, who said that most of 
these ministers abroad had requested their recall, 
and were not dismissed, but recalied at their own 
request, Mr. Benton said that he had a let- 
ter from a French gentleman in St. Louis, which 
stated their case as well as his own, and 
which he read. The gentleman held an office, 
which he resigned because so many good men 
were proscribed, and because he expected to be so 
himself. He resigaed to avoid the ignominy of 
dismission; and this was the care with our minis- 
ters a-roa/, and this Mr. B. proved by reading the 
esumate. [Ele took the appointmen's as they rose, 
and added to the list the p“evious estimate of outfit 
and salary for Minister to London. Mr. Steven- 
son was not proscribed, because he avoided pro- 
scription—he asked to be recalled, to avoid being 
recalled. lle acted undera sense of duty to his 
friends, and to share their fate, and to avoid the 
ignominy of dismission. The same with Mr. Cam- 
breleng, the Minister to Russia; he only avoids 
having his head cut cff by drawing it from under 
the guillotine. The next on the list is Spain; and 
here is proscription and dou le extravagance. A 
Charge is there; be is to be superseded by a fall 
minister, with a salary of $9,000, and an outfit of 
$9,000. This is both extravagance and proscription. 
‘The next name on the list is Mexico. There we 
have a minister, Mr. Ellis. He is to be recalled, 
(and for opinion’s sake, for he, like others, has 
been abroad, and had nothing to do with election-:) 
this is proscription and extravagance; for it in- 
volves an ou'fit of $9000. The nextname is Bra- 
zil, and there we have a Charge at thistime. He 
is to be superseded, and a full minister appointed: 
this is both proscription end extravagance: it in- 
volves an outfit of $9,000, and a salary of $9,000. 
The Charge cost but $4,500 per annun; this costs 
at once four times thatamount. The next was a 
Bharge to Portugal; and this was the case of a va- 
cancy, con:equently, no prescription. Denmark 
has a Charge; he of course is to be superseded: 
this is proscription and expense; for the Change 
carries with. it an outfit of $4,500. Sardinia is said 
to be vacant; if so, it is not proscription, but it is 


expense, for the outfit of $4,500 goes with it. Na- 
ples is the next: there we have a charge; conse- 
quently he isto be proscribed. At Chili we have 
none; but at Texas we have, and there is to be 
proscription and double expense. 

Bat the beauty of it is, hat the senator from 
South Carolina makes his defence on points 
which do not exis'\—on the London and Vienna 


mission. Neither of them aie in this estimate. 
Read it! Look ati! Study it over! Nemher 


London nor Vienna is in the estimate. They 
were both provided forheretofore. Add them, and 
they would make $38 000, to be added to this sum 
of $72,800, in all $110,800, to be paid in the first 
year of this economical Administration, for a 
change of Minisiers! I must insist, if the London 
and Vienna missions are quoted at all, they must 
be quoted righ', and not as being in this estimate 
which I have exhibited, and on which my charge 
of pro-criptionand ex:ravagance is made. I hold 
the gentleman to the estimate, and the missions 
named in the estimate; and in that view 1 show 
that all are removals aad proscriptions except two. 
I make good my charge. I deny his right to men- 
tion London and Vienna; but, having mentioned 
them, I show that Mr. Stevenson withdrew to avoid 
the axe, and therefore must not be counted; and 
that the estimate must go up to $110,800 for these 
changes for opinion’s sake. 

This is the detail of the appointments before us; 
and in this detail, we see thal, with two or three ex- 
ceptions of bona fide vacancies, the remainder are 
either cases of direct changes made, or to be made, 
involving both extravagance and proscription. 
Mr. B. said that this was the result of analysis. 
The cases sent in, examined one by one, show 
that all are proscription except two or three, and that, 
conseqaently, this was the largest batch ever sent 
to the guillotine in this country—large for the 
number—large for the rank—large for the amount 
of money involved—no less than $72,800, a! this 
extra session, called to relieve the people! Cer- 
tainly no party ever showed such a canine appe- 
tite—such a wolf appetite for the spoils of office. 

Mr. PRESTON was glad the Senator from Mis- 
souri had made an issue between fancy and fact. 
Was Mr. Stevenson removed? He had always 
understood that gent!eman had earnestly desired to 
be recalled before. Mr. P. then went through the 
whole diplomatic college, and insisted thst, after 
all the cry about change, there were only two re- 
moved ,which was unprecedented in the history of 
an Administration, and contrasted most strongly 
with that of General Jackson, when the day of the 
ceremony of succession had scircely been closed 
before he had struck from the diplomatic list 
that great man over whose tomb they were still 
mourning. 

Mr. BENTON read a passage from‘a letter re- 
ceived from a gentleman i. Missouri, who had re- 
signed his office to escape the ignominy of dismis- 
sal; and hence it was no less proscription. Alli the 
flourish about magnanimity was gratuitous; the 
documents spoke of appointments made and con- 
templated. There was an outfit of $9,000 to the 
Minister of Spain, where they at present had a 
Charge. There wasso much for this,on the score of 
the economy of the present Administration. Thus, 
with anti-proscription on their lips, and songs of 
patriotism in their mouths, they kad exhibited the 
most rabid canine appetite for office, from 
“Tippecanoe and Tyler tov,” from the footstool 
of the President, down 'o the most humble places. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana said they ought to have 
proceeded to the orders of the Cay when the hour 
was out, and hereafter he should insist on the ob- 
servance of the rule. The session was now draw- 
ing to aclose, and he desired to get through the 
bill which he had under charge; at a proper time, 
and when the weather was cool, he might be dis- 
posed to discuss the present subject. 

Mr. PRESTON replied at considerable length‘ 
he said the Senator from Missouri had left the 
diplomatic corps, and taken refuge in the great 
West. Well, with regard to the removal of Col. 
Melvane, he was disposed to think that the Presi- 
dent might have been deceived. With regard to 
diplomatic appointments, there had been,he thought, 
about five, in the course of ten years, for the court 
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of Russia; and one Senator on this floor could tell 


how delightful it was to spend some time in [ialy, 
on the way to St. Petersburg. If persons thought 
roper to resign, why, there were vacancies to 
fill, and he thought it highly improper that men 
in high places should remain after a signal 
defeat of their party. In the first eighteen 
months of the Jackson administratien, more 
diplomatic agents had been removed than would 
be likely to be during the whole of the pre- 
sent; and they had the gratifying spectacle that 
the Government had not put forth ils strength 
in an insulting and vituperative manner, such as 
had, in too many instances, marxed the conduct of 
its predecessors. With regard to Spain, would 
any man say that economy was the cauce which 
led to the change from minister to charge, at that 
court, by the preceeding Administration? Was it 
nat rather for the purpose of reforming the mission? 
Another care where a change was contemplated by 


the present Administration, was at the court of | 


Brazil—a court which, he would undersiake to say, 
had great bearing on American interests. Amid 
all the unfortunatechanges and violent revolutions 
which had taken place, Brazil had preserved her 
station. A young European, just budding into 
hope, and full of American feeling, was anxious to 
have a minister at his court—ihere were already 
fourteen envoys extraordinary at that court, and 
it was desirable that we also should send one there. 
He thought it of more advantage than even Sp: in, 
Prussia, or Russia. 

Mr. PRESTON offered the following amend- 
ment; which was accepted, as a modification, by 
Mr. Ctay: 

And the same information, with regard to such 
increase or diminution during the four years {rom 
1829, the four years from 1833, and the four years 
from 1837. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he did not intend to dis- 
cuss the diplomatic question. Tohis had been svuffi- 
ciently discussed already by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Benton,] and the Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. Preston } 

The Senator from South Carolina and his party, 
throughout the late canvass, had made the most 
solemn pledges of retrenchment and reform in the 
Administration of the Government, should they cb- 
tain power. The time had now arrived for re- 
deeming these pledges; and before he took his seat 
he should contrast their performance with their 
promises, ’ 

At present he would say to the Senator that he 
thought his speech was made ten months two late. 
General declarations before the electi-n that Mr. 
Mr. Van Buren’s administration had been extrava- 
gant beyond ail former example, were ma'e and 
reiterated so ofien throughout the country, as 
to have produced a powerful effect among the 
peopie. Such declarations could have no influ- 
ence in thischamber. We had over and over again 
challenged gentlemen to specify a single particular 
of extravagance in the conduct of the late Admi- 
nistration, and they bad on all occasions, except 
one, shrunk from the task. At the late session of 
Congress he (Mr. B.) had cailed upon the present 
Attorney General, [Mr. Crittenden,] then an orna- 
ment of this body, to point to a single particular 
wherein this extravagance existed. ‘nat gentle- 
man had made the attempt; and with all his well 
known abilities, had utterly failed. It was not, 
therefore, by general charges of exiravagance, de- 
livered in an ore rotundo manner, that the late Ad- 
ministration could bs successfully assailed. No, 
sir, no; that day had passed by. The Whigs were 
now in possession of all the public offices. They 
had the means of deiecting every improvident ex- 
penditare within their own power; and yet they had 
not ventured to make any attempt of the kind. This 
was the highest tribute whieh could be paid to the eco- 
nomy of the late Administration. He repeated that 
the time for general charges had gone, and Sena- 
tors must now descend to particelars, or be utterly 
disregarded, They couid no longer retreat, by re- 
ferring to millions in the aggregate, when they 
could not show the misapplication of dollars. 
The truth was that Mr. Van Buren’s administra- 
tion had démanded no greater appropriations than 


were absolutely necessary to carry existing laws 
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into execuiion, and had expended these approyria- 
tions with rigid economy. 

Although the present Administration had come 
into power, buta few months ago; vet he could, 
without difficulty, point to individual instances of 
extravagance which could not be refuted. He 
would defer this for the present. The resolution 
of the Senator from Alabama, implied a charge 
against the Treasury Department; and the Senator 
from South Carolina, insiead of attempting to re- 
fute this charge, resorts to recrimination against 
the late Admunisiration, forthe purpose of di- 
verting public aitenticn from the present to the 
past. 

A rumor has been in circulation that the present 
Commissioner of the Land Office, with the appro- 
bation of the Secretary of the Treasury, had em 
ployed a number of new clerks in his cflice: and 
the Senator from Alabama had merely called for 
the facts. If the rumor be false, the Head of the 
Department will have an opportunity of explaining 
it: if true, he ought to have an opportanity of 
showing, if this be the case, that the increase was 
necessary. The information called for was in 
every point of view desirable, and could not, with 
any reason, have been resisted. But what bad the 
Senate witnessed? One of the most prudent and 
cautious supporters of the present Administration, 
Mr. Smrru of Indiana,] doubtless dreadiag the re- 
sult, had risen in his place, and with an apologetic 
preface, had opposed this resolution of inquiry as 
improper and unnecessary, but without descending 
to particulars. The Senator from South Carolina, 
{[Mr.Preston,] however,finding that his friend the Se. 
nator from indiana had made a wistake, rose and de- 
clared that the resolution ought to pass; but to divert 
attention from the tender point of the case, proposed 
anamendment from which it might be implied that if 
there had been any increase of clerks, this was 
justified by precedent, under the late Administra- 
tion. This was certainly not the best method of 
proving that the present Administration, so much 
lauded by the Senaior, was superior to the past in 
retrenchment and economy. 


The Senator would derive no consolation from 
this source. The late Commissioner of the Land 
Office, who bad been removed by the present Ad- 
ministration, had been, according to the acknow- 
ledgment ¢f party friend and party foe, one of the 
most valuable officers under the Government. He 
was distinguished for ene*gy and application to 
business. He founda vast mass of old business 
on hend when he entered the office, and he was 
determined that this business should be brought 
up. He prevai'ed upon his clerks to work day 
and night, and accomplished histask. In order to 
effect this purpose, he had been obliged, under an 
act of Congress, to employ a number of additional 
clerks. These and others he dismissed after he 
had no longer any use for them; but the present 
Commissioner, it was alleged, although the busi 
ness of the office had been reduced, was now em- 
ploying supernumerary clerks, for the purpose of 
rewarding party services. 

But it was almost a waste of time to talk of 
these clerks, while there were so many other 
charges of extravagance at hand, and, in point of 
amount, so vastiy more important. Congress had, 
by a majority still available to the party in tempo- 
rary possession of power, passed a law to borrow 
twelve millions ef dollars, although, even from the 
facts stated in the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself, we had present need of no more 
than six millions. Now, he would defy the Sena- 
tor from South Carvlina [Mr. Preston] to show 
that the Government wanted even the six millions 
for any existing claims on the Treasury. Why, 
ihen, were the other six millions demanded and 
granted, if it was not intended that it should be ex- 
pended? And what was this but extravagance? 
Was it retrenchment? was it reform? That was 
too absard to be pretended. Wel’, this borrowing 
bill would have been bad enough in itself, bat, in 
addition to it, there was the tariff bill, to establish 
a sysiem of taxation in a manner unknown to any 
other civilized country in the world. By this tariff 
bill, the merchants of the great commercial cities 
were to have but two weeks’ notice of a change so 


sudden and so great in the duties paid upon imports, 
















































What may be the resuli? 

He (Mr. Buvwanan) understood that orders for 
fail impor's, embraced by this bill, had already 
been sent abroad by our merchants to the amount 
of several millions of dollars. Before thrse 
goods could possibly be received, this tariff bili 
would go into operation, and these merchants, 
without any previous notice, would have to pay an 
ad valorem duty of twenty per cent. on their 
goeds. Due and timely notice had always been 
given heretofore of these great changes in our ta- 
riff. And why is this tax to be put upon these 
imports, ordered in ignorance of any such tax 
being likely to affect them, during the balance of 
the year?’ Why, merely, that the present reform 
and retrenchment party in power may have funds 
in band for the most extravagant expenditures 
ever contemplated by any administration of this 
Govercment. Well convinced, that within ten 
months the whole system of duties must again be 
changed, under the compremise act, this reform 
and retrenchment party is determined tomake good 
use of the intervening time, and of this extra ses- 
sion of Congress, to possess themselves of funds 
for carrying out the sort of retrenchment and re- 
form they mean to give the couniry, 

Well, in addition to this borrowing bill and 
this tax bill, a bill has been passed—but there 
is, thank God! a ray of sunshine penetrating 
the gloom in relation to it—the object of which is to 
borrow certainly ten, and most probably sixteen mil- 
lion and a half more, for the purpose of buy ing bank 
stock. He had, indeed, hopes of the Execu- 
tive in regard to that bill—not from any 
thing he knew personally, but from what he wit- 
nessed around him, that the country would be 
saved from the infliction of this additional con- 
tribution to this extravagance fund. But this 
extra session of Congress was to pass a law, the 
effect of which would be to raise duties to the 
amount of eight or nine milliens cn articles of 
prime necessity—articles which enter into the dai- 
ly consumption of the great mass of the people 
—such as tea and coffee—and which compete in 
no manner with our domestic manufactures. 
This, ceitainly, was a happy beginning for a re- 
form-and-retrenchment- Administration, pledged as 
the Whig party has pledged itself to the pecple. 
If that party goes on at this rate, borrowing and 
borrowing, and taxing and taxing, this country will 
soon arrive at the mognificent heightof taxa'ion and 
expenditure which distinguishes the Governments 
of France and Great Britain. He, [Mr. Bucaanan]} 
however, anticipated better things, not from the 
present Administration, but from the sober second 
thought of the people themselves. 

The Senator from South Carolina f[[Mr. Pres- 
TON] had, he (Mr. Bucnanan) was glad to see, 
buckled on his armor once more for the encounter 
in defence of hisfriends. But he hoped in defend- 
ing them, he would not sully its brightness by 
thrusting himself forward to jastify these extrava- 
gant expenditures. 

He, (Mr. Bocuanan,) though he did not, when 
he rose, intend i!, had, he believed, a word to say in 
regard to these diplomatic agencies so much talked 
of this morning. He believed this Government 
ought io dispense with the office of Charge 
*d Affairs at Naples. The course of our diplomacy 
always has been one of reciprocity. We ought 
notto havea diplomatic agentat any court that 
would not reciprocate the courtesy. We hada 
claim some yeats ago to be adjusted at the Court 
of Naples, and for the purpose of accomplishing 
that object, we sent a diplomatic agent there That 
business was, however, adjusted, and our agent 
was from year to year continued; but the Govern- 
ment cf Nap!es never yet had shown any disposi- 
tion to condescend to reciprocate the courtesy; and 
he, therefcre, thought our agent ought to be with- 
drawn. ‘The civility is all one side. Mr. Van Bu- 
ren would have recalled him; but he thought it 
more delicate to leave the question to his successor. 
A word or two in relation to St. Petersburg. 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Preston] 
seemed to think there was ro great necessity for 
a diplomatic agent from the United States at that 
Court. 
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He (Mr. Bucuanan) thought very differently. 
He thought the Russian court was one, above all 
others, where we had occasion for a minister of the 
firstclass. Itis, in fact, the controlling court of 
continental Europe. It was at present, and had 
been for years, friendly to this Goverament. This 
friendship should be cherished. There was no fo- 
reign court at which an American minisier was 
more kindly, and, perhaps he might say, as kindly 
treated. It his conduct was proper and circum- 
spect, he was always received as a favored ininis- 
ter. But our commercial interests required it; we 
had aconsiderable and profitable trade with the Rus- 
sian empire, and, in proof of this, he might refer 
to the returns of American ships which bad enter- 
ed the port of Cronstadt for many years. 

There never was a minister at that court who 
deserved better of his country than the minister 
whom it had been the pleasure of the Senator from 
South Carolina, (Mr. Presron,] gratuitously, as 
he (Mr. Bucitanan) thought, to step cut of his way 
to censure. He meant Mr. Cambreleng. 

(Here Mr. Buchanan pronounced an eulogium on 
Mr. Cambreleng—unot distinctly heard in the gal- 
lery.] 

Mr. PRESTON denied that he had intended 
any disrespeet to Mr. Cambreleng in what he had 
said of bim. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he had been one of those 
unfortunate individuals whose good or bad fortune 
it had been to be a foreign minister, and that, too, 
at the court of St. Petersburgh. It wes an office 
which sought him, he had never sought the office. 
He never cared much about foreign honors, and 
never sought the glory of dangling alter stars and 
garters. He went to the court of Russia upon a 
special mission, For twenty years this Govern- 
ment had been endeavoring to conclude a treaty of 
commerce with Russia, and had always been un- 
successful. It had been his good fortune to con- 
clude this treaty; and this he attributed much more 
tothe kindly feelings of the Government of that 
country than to any merit of his own. It was, he 
believed, the only general commercial treaty which 
Russia had at the time with any power, and Lord 
Darham then failed in obtaining a similar treaty 
for Eagland. When he went upon this mission, 
he had made ita special condition with the Presi- 
dent that he might return home as seon as the 
treaty was made, or that it was ascertained it could 
not be made. He had, therefore, been at least the 
humble agent of doing something beneficial for his 
country in Russia. 

Tne Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Pres- 
TON,] as umes go, has a right to cast his eyes upon 
a foreign mission. He (Mr. Buchanan) could on- 
ly wish that he might have an opportunity of judg- 
ing for himseif what itis to be aforeigu minister. 
His [Mr. Bucnanan’s] own experience, was not, 
he confessed, such as could justify himin recem- 
mending it as a very enviable distinction. He re- 
ally believed, when the Senator should go abroad, 
one of these days, as he no doubt would, that he 
would find this thing of being an Envoy Extraor- 
dinary and Minister Plenipotentiary ata foreign 
court, Was not quite the thingit had been cracked 
uptobe. It looks very dazzling at a distance; 
but when you come to approach it, you find your- 
self disappointed. If the Senator has a fortune of 
len or tweive thousand dollars a year, in addition 
to his salary, he may, no doudt, enjoy a good deal 
of court life, such as it is. 

His salt works on the Kenawha, Mr. B. hoped 
would stand large remittances; and if so, he might 
get along pleasantly enough. He will find many 
ways of spending twice the amount of his salary, 
and that without the least difficulty whatever. But 
it was his (Mr. Bucnanan’s) conviction that when 
the Senator tries it once, he will not be very anx- 
ious for a second trial. ° 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana desired to proceed to the 
orders of the day, and gave notice that to-morrow, 
and every day thereaiter, he should insist on a full 
observance of the rule. 

_ Mr. KING desired to reply to direct imputa- 
lions made by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. PRESTON disclaimed the slightest idea of 
Saying apy thing invidious or contumelious either 
of the mission or the Senator. He had merely 














spoken of the pleasure which resulu d from a short 
stay in Italy on a passage to the frozen regions of 
the North, without intending any thing invidious, 
or the slightest disrespect , or sereasm, but 
fortuitousiv. meulioned it, and in the best feel- 
ing. Indeed, if he musi say What he thought, it 
would be that the slay was entirely too short 

Mr. KING expressed himself satisfied with this 
explanation, but he at first supposedethat the Sena- 
tor had intended an reflection upon him. Mr. K. 
then explained the circamsiance alluded to by the 
Senator, by which it appeared that Mr. Pinckney, 
with whose mission to Russia he (Mr. K.) was 
connecied, by his insiructions was directed to st Pp 
atthe Court of Naples, and endeavor to effect a 
settlement of the claims which this Government 
had upon that power. 

Mr. SMITH moved to proceed to the orders of 
the day. 

Mr CLAY of Alabama hoped he would with- 
draw it, in order to give his colleague (Mr. Kina] 
an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. SMITH could nit withdraw his motion. 

Mr. WRIGHT rose to inquire into a point of 
order. The Senate had given permission to pro- 
ceed, and the rule said expressly they should pro- 
eeed to the orders of the day “unless otherwise or- 
dered,” which he believed had been the factin the 
present case. 

The CHAIR said the motion was in order un- 
der the rule. 

Mr. RIVES thought it betier to proceed with the 
discussion until it was finished. These inciden- 
tal matters, when postponed, were generally found 
to occupy the morning hour frequently for a whole 
week, and often running over into the day. Mr. 
R. then made a brief statement of the course of 
Mr. Kina. 

Mr. KING explained that the business before 
the Senate was strictly in order; that the Senator 
from Indiana could only reach his object by mov- 
ing tu lay the subject on the tabie. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana moved to lay it on the 
table. 

Mr. RIVES desired to say a few words, observ- 
ing that he would confine himself strictly to the 
subject of proscription of the diplomatic corps. 

Mr. SMiTH of Indiana said one explanation 
might beget another. He had every wish and 
every desire to oblige, but he must leave it to the 
Senate. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama asked if the Senator 
moved to lay on the table with a view to give it 
the go-by? 

Mr. SMITH answered, by no means; but with 


rPencr ss 
’ 


.the sole view of proceeding to the order of the 


day. 

The question was then taken on laying the 
subject on the table, and decided in the affirmative, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bates, Bayard, Beaton, Berrien, 
Choate, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Dixon, Evans, 
Graham, Huntington, Ker, Linn, Merrick, Miller, 
Morehead, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Simmons, 
Smith of Indiana, Seuthard, Tallmadge, and 
White—24. 

NA YS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Barrow, Bucha- 
nan, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fuiton, 
Henderson, King, McRoberts, Mouton, Nicholson, 
Rives, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
Walker, Williams, Weodbridge, Woodbury, and 
Young—2z2. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the order of the day, being the bill to appropri- 
ate, for a limited period, the proceeds of the public 
lands. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH of Indiana, several 
amendments of the committee were adopted. 

Mr. WALKER moved the following amend- 
ment, to be added to the fifth section! 


“And be it further enacted, That the two per cent. of the 
nett proceeds of the lands sold by the United States in the State of 
Mississippi since the Ist December, 1817,or that may hereafter 
be sold under the act entitled ‘An actto enable the people of the 
western part of Mississippi Territory, to form a constitution and 
State Government, and for the admission of such State into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States,’ and all 
acts supplementary thereto, reserved:for the making of a road 
or roads leading to said State, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
linquished to the State of Mississippi, payable on the ist day of 
May after the passage of this act, so far as the same may then 
have accrued, and quarterly payable, as the same may accrue, 








| after said period 





Provided, That the Legislature of sant State 
shall first pass an act declaring their acceptance oF @ =: 1e 
linquishment in full of said fund, accrued and accruing ant 
also embracing a provision to be unalterable without the con: 
sent of Congress, that the whole of said two per cent, ‘und 


| shal! be faithfully applied to the construction of a railroad lead- 


ing from Brand in the State of Missiasippi, to the eastern 
boundary of satd State, to the direction, as near a8 may be, of 
ihe towns of Saliaa, Cahawba, and Montgomery, in the State of 
Alabama,’’ 


This was debated at some length by Messrs. 


| WALKER, “LAY of Alabama, and KING, in 


support, and opposed by Messrs. 
WHITE, ani SMITH of Indiana 

It was then adopted: yeas 22, nays 21. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama then moved an 
amendment to the same effect in relation to Ala- 
bama. 

Which was adopied: yeas 22, nays 20. 

Mr. CALHOUN offered the following amend- 
ment, to be added to the end of the second sec- 
tion: 

“Provided, That nothing hereia contained shall be #0 con 


EVANS, 


| strued as to convert the distributive shares assigned to the seve- 


ral States into a debt due them, or to prevent Congress from re- 
pealing thisact whenever it shall deem the public intoreat to 
require it, exceptso far as it may relate to the said grants,” 


This was advocaied by Messrs. CALHOUN, 
ALLEN, an others, and oppesed by Messrs. 
SMITH ot Indiana, WOODBRIDGE and 
PHELPS. 

it was then rejected: yeas 21, nays 25. 

Mr. McROBERTS moved to amend the bill by 
adding the tollowing: * and the Territories of Wis- 
konsan, Iowa, and Fiorida;” so that the bill would 
then read: * All the public lands of the United 
States, wherever situated, which shall be sold sub- 
eequent to the 3lst of December, shall be divided 

mong the twenty-six States of the.Union, and the 
District of Columbia, and the Territories of Wiskor.- 
san, Iowa, and Florida,” &c. 

Mr. McRoperts said: 

Mr. President: Are you willing, in making 
this contemplated distribation of the proceeds of 
the public lands, to be just, and to do equal justice 
io the whole people of the United States? What 
have the citizens of your territories done 
that they should be disfranchised and excluded 
from an equal participancy in this distribution of 
public money? Are they less patriotic, or less 
just, or less deserving, than other men? 
Upon what possible ground, let me ask, 
except that founded in arbitrary injustice, can any 
portion of the American citizens who live under 
the protect:on of the Federal Constitution, be de- 
prived of an equal proportion of the funds to be 
distributed? Sir, I most respectfully contend that 
the citizens of the Territories have not, and do 
not, forfeit any of their rights in this particular, 
because their domicil is without the limits of the 
States. The District of Columbia is a territory; 
the bill provides for giving it the same share, 
founded upon Federal representative population, 
that is given to the States; this recognises the prin- 
ciple which I have stated, to the fullest extent. If 
the citizens of this territory, ten miles square, are 
entitled to a ¢isiributive share of the proceeds of 
the public lands, surely the citizens of Wiskonsan, 
lowa, and Florida, cannot be placed upon a footing 
less favored. 

The distribution policy is urged upon various 
grounds, such as furnishing means to the States 
fur the perposes of education; for purposes of in- 
ternal improvent; and to pay debts where, unfor- 
tunately, the States are indebted. Now if these 
reasons are well founded as regards the States of 
this Union, they have much more force, and espe- 
cially the first two, when appiisd to the Territo- 
ries. 

The foree of this remark is so obvious, and the 
subject is so well understood by Senators, that com- 
ment upon it is unnecessary. The greatest priva- 
tion in the new Territories is the want of schools. 
A sparse population cannot provide the means of 
education. As seciety advances, and population 
becomes dense, the means of education are multi- 
plied. The aidof Government is not then so im- 
portant. Itis inthe infancy of society, a state 
similar to that presented by our remote Territories, 
that public aid in providing means to educate the 
children of the Country is most needed. And the 
children of these Territories are, at this day, in far 
more need of your aid for the means of education, 
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than any portion of the twenty-six States. If the 
majority of this Senate are willing to act out their 
principies in good faith, now isthe time for them 
to do so. 

Sir, another reason suggested in favor of the 
passage of this bill, by its friends, is that it would 
aid the indebted States to meet their engagements, 
and; ‘sir, this reason, if it be a good one, applies 
with equal or even greater force, to one of the 
Territories, It is known that Florida has con- 
tracted large debts, and in the present state of her 
affairs, wholly beyond her ability t» pay. Her re- 
sources either present or in expectancy, at least 
for some years to come, are very limited. If she 
is to be aided by the action of this Government in 
complying with her engagements, the present 
would doubiless be esteemed a most appropriate 
time. 

Upon another reason urged why this bill should 
pass, that it would contribute means for internal 
improvements in the States, no one here can doubt 
but that this reason must be equally applicable to 
the Territories. Roads, bridges, public highways 
by the improvement of rivers or otherwike, are in- 
dispensable to the prosperity of every community. 
Tiaese things amount to a heavy tax, either in la- 
bor or money, upon the first emigrants who are 
compelled from necessity to construct such im- 
provements. The General Government being 
proprietor of the soil, and deriving large sums of 
money from the Territories, from the sales of pub- 
land, should be as liberal at least toward the citi- 
zens of the Territories, as toward the citizens of 
the more favored twenty-six States. 

If, therefore, the agrarian scheme for dividing 
out the public revenue, is to be carried in Congress, 
I insist that there shall be no partiality. I insist 
that all the reasons that can be urged for a disiri- 
bution of the proceeds of the public lands among 
the States, and the District of Colambia, are equal- 


ly applicable to the Territories of Wiskonsan, lows, | 


and Florida. Nay more, sir, I insist that so far as 
the principles of benevolence, or moral justice, are 
concerned, that the Territories have stronger claims 
than the States, and that there is a higher obliga- 
tion resting on Congress to provide for them. 

Among the objections to extending the distribu- 
tion to the Territories, an objection made by the 
friends of the bill, is that, by the terms of the com- 
pacts and deeds of cession by which this Guvernment 
acquired these ands, the Territories are excluded ; 
or, in other words, that Congress has constitutional 
power to distribute the proceeds of the public lands 
among the Siates of the Union, and this Distr:et, 
but that she has no constitut‘onal power to extend 
the distribution to Wiskonsan, lowa, and Florida! 
And this is the argument of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. Hunrtinoron,] and the Senator from 
Keniucky (Mr. Cray.] The latter, however, says 
he admits that the District has beer improperly in- 
serted. 

Yes, sir, we hear gentlemen presenting constitu- 
tional objections, founded upon the deed of cession. 
Deed of cession! deed of cession! deed of cession! 
Why, sir, what deed of cession is applicable to 
the Territory of lowa? Have Senators duly con- 
sidered the subject? The Territory of lowa was 
purebased from France, is situa'ed entirely without 
the limits of what was the old Confederation; and 
no deed of cession from the States has any applica- 
tion to it, orto the seven hundred and nine millions 
of acres of land within i's limits. 

Well, sir, how is it with Florida? Is the disposi- 
tion by Congress of the land in that Territory de- 
pendent upon the terms of a deed of cession? No, 
sir, notatall. That Territory, like lowa, formed 
no part of the old Confederation. It was the pro- 
perty of Spain natil 1819; and none of the deeds of 
cession from the States of the Union, have any ap- 
plication to it. So far, therefore, as lowa and Fio- 
rida are concerned, the arguments of gentlemen are 
sutheiently answered. Wiskonsan is the on'y Ter- 
ritory to which any deed of cession could apply; 
and | am clearly of opinicn that there is ne force in 
the objection even if Wiskonsan had been part of the 
land ceded by Virginia. I need not now enter into the 
argument. The advocates of this bill have them- 
selves included one Territory, this District; the bill 
has passed the “glorious House of Representa- 


tives” in this form, and it certainly comes with a 
bad grace from that party to object to these three 
Territories, which bave as many and more claims 
than this District. The power of Congress to ap- 
propriate money to the Territories is undoubted. 
And I regard the bill under consideration as ne- 
thing more than a bill to appropriate three millions 
per annum of the public revenue. 

The next objection stated by the Senators from 
Kentucky [Mre CLay] and from Connecticut [Mr. 
Hontinaton] is, that Congress paid the civil ex- 
penses of the Territories, erected their public 
buildings, &c. and that, therefore, they should be 
excluded. 

Well, sir, said Mr. McRoserrs, is not Congress 
paying these tame expenses for this District? Was 
it not Congress that paid similar expenses for In- 
diana, Ohio, Illinois, Missouri, Arkansas, Louisi- 
ana, Mississippi, and Alabama, while they were 
Territories? Aud are you doing in this respect, 
any more for Wiskonsan, lowa, and Florida, than 
you did for the States I have named? If itbean 
objection to giving an equal share of the proceeds 
of the public domain to Wiskonsan, [owa, and 
Florida, because you pay their civil list, and 
erect court-houses for them; will not the same ob- 
jection exclude this District and the eight new 
States I bave mentioned upon the very same 
ground? 

Sir, Congress defrayed the expenses of the terri- 
torial Government for that magnificent empire 
which was once called Northwestern Territory, for 
about fourteen years; of Indiana for fourteen years; 
of lilinois for nine years; of Missouri for seventeen 
years; of Louisiana for nine years; of Arkansas 
for sixteen years; Mississippi and Alabama a 
number of years. Now, sir, this will at once con- 
vince every dispassionate man that Congress ap- 
propriated and expended much larger sums, be- 
cause for a muci greater period, for the above 
States, while they were Territories, than for Wis- 
kensen and Iowa, and nearly as great for several 
of them as for Florida. 

What injustice is it, then, to object to including 
these three Territories, for a reason which, when 
analyzed, is thus shown to be totally unfounded, 
and which, if it had any force, would apply with 
still more force to exclude the above States and 
this District, which this bill makes the special ob- 
jects of its bounty. 


Sir, Senators could not have duly considered this 
obligation, or it is not possible that they would 
have made it. The party on the other side of the 
House have the majority, and may vote down the 
amendment, and exclude the citizens of the Territo- 
ries from what is their just right, but your whole 


party cannot give one valid reason for the act. I ° 


am very willing that your reasons for votirg 
against the Territories, and my reasons for voting 
in their favor, shall go to the public as they have 
been stated, and by them we will abide the judg- 
meat of our common constituents. 


Your party has power, that is what you can 
boast of. But it is power acquired by accident and 
by a system of deception which the public now begin 
to underitand. And let me tell you that power 
abused and converted into an engine of oppression, 
will not be lixely to remain long with its possessors. 

Mr. ALLEN hoped the Senator from I!'inois 
would modify the amendment so as to include the 
Territories that may be hereafier organized, that 
the benefits of this distribution might be enjoyed 
by all. There was a manifest propriety in inclad- 
ing the people of these Territories. The people of 
the Territories were usualiy in humble circum- 
stances. They were induced to go from the old 
States to the Territories because, ia general, they 
were poor. When they got there they had to 
spend some time in clearing away the earth before 
it is made productive, and they were put to the 
great expense of travelling over an extensive space 
of country, where are no roads, in order to get to 
their seats of government, and their courts of jus- 
tice. Ali these, and a thousand other hardships, 
made their situation more trying by far than that 
of any other portion of the American people. He 
did not, therefore, think, if this Govenment had 
benefits to bestow, that it could bestow them on 


objects more worthy than the hardy seitiers of the 
Territories. 

Ii had been objected, however, that they had no 
right to inclade Territories in this distribution, 
Perhaps this was so; but, if so, it was because they 
had no right to make the distribution at all. The 
ground on which it was asserted that these Territo- 
ries were to be excluded, was, that the lands held 
by this Goverment were so held by it in trust for 
the States, as sovereignties. That, it was admitted, 
did not apply to a large portion of the Jands, which 
were acquired by purchase of this Government, 
and which are as manifestly the property of the 
United States as the navy, arsenals, and armaments 
are. 

But to take the question of the land which was 
included in the deeds of cession. If it were true, 
as had been urged on the other side of the cham- 
ber, not only in this, but in the two preceding ses- 
sions, in which this subject had been diseussed, 
that these lands were so ceded with a condition, 
that after the payment of the national debt, grow- 
ing out of the Revolutionary struggle, they were to 
inure to the States, he asked them how they were to 
inure to the States? They were to inure to the 
States, if at all, as sovereignties; and, if so, in 
what proportion were they to inure? In an equal 
proportion, as much to one as to another State, be- 
cause of the fact of their sovereignties, without re- 
gard to the ratio of their respective population. If 
it were true that the States were taken as sovereign- 
ties, then they had an equal undivided interest in 
this soil. And if so, then the principle of distribut- 
ing the preceeds according to their representation, 
was a false principle, and a fraud on the small 
States. Now, he would put the question, if, afier 
the pa:ment of the old Continen‘al debis, these 
lands were intended by the States to inure to the 
beaefit of the States of this Union as sovereignties, 
where they got the rule by which they gave to one 
of those sovereigniies more of this land than 
another? Did they find it in the deeds of cession? 
Was it said in the deeds of cession, that when the 
contiagency should arise, to wit, the payment of 
the Continental debt, these lands were to inure to 
the benefit of the States as sovereignties?) Was it 
said in what proportion they should so inure? No, 
it was notstated. If it inured to the States as sove- 
reignties, then it inured to them in equal propor- 
tions, because their sovereignties were equal, and 
made so by the Constitution. 

But again, if this land, by the deeds of cession, 
inured, afler the payment of the Revolutionary 


debt, to those S.ates, as sovereignties, then it inured , 


to them, on the payment of the debt, without an act 
of Congress; and they had been usurpers in every 
act for cisiributien subsequent to that period. If 
the lands so inured, the land, and not the money, 
arising from its sale, inured, and they had been 
usurpers in converting these lands into money, and 
then dividing it, per capita. Who authorized Con- 
gress to sell these lands? If they inured atall, they 
inured at the time the contingency happened, and 
they were then out of the power of this Govern- 
ment; and every act of this Government, in rela- 
tion to these lands, subsequenily, had been a bare 
faced and inexcusable assertion of authority over 
them. 

There was an utter absurdity and folly in any 
man’s saying that these lands inured to the Siates 
after the payment of the old Continental debt, as 
sovereignties, aud were not intended to belong to 
the peopl: of the United States in their capacity of 
a Union. Sappose they divided this money, they 
divided it to the States; they observed the federa- 
tive feature of the Constitution in the division of 
the money, and that federative feature in the exist- 
ence of the States, as sovereignties; and notwith- 
standing that, they took the population of the 
States as the criterion of the amount that should 
so inure. This argument was an utter falsity, 
that these lands were ever ceded with an intention 
of inuring to the States, as sovereignties, and there- 
fore there was an utter absurdity in this claim set 
up on the part of the States. If the States owned 
this land, they owned it in equal proportions, be- 
eause their sovereignties were equal; and by our 
Constitution, they came into this Union on the 
footing of equal sovereigniies. 
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Such was not the case. He maintained that this 
was but a mode in which it was atiempted to avoid 
the Constitution, and give up the public Treasury 
as the objrct of distribution. 

The bill contained tea percent. discrimination 
jn favor of the new Siates. Now, if this Jand 
were ecded tothe Sta’es, as sovereiguties, and 
were to inure to them as sovereignuiies, where dil 
they get an authority for making this discrimina- 
tion in favor of these States? Every feaiure of 
this bill contradicted the assertion of the b:'l, by 
which it was proposed to distribute the proceeds of 
theland. First, they contradicied it by taking the 
ratio of representation as the criterion of distribu- 
tion, when they should take the isolated standard 
of the sovereignty of the State. Second, by dis- 
criminating to an amount of ten per ceuat. in favor 
of the particular Siates, they also contradicted 
this principle of equal sovereignty. Bui he would 
ask Senators on the other side, now, to whom had 
this Government a right to make this distribution? 
Was it to the States? 

This Goveromen: was framed for the express 
purpose of enabling the action vf the Government 
to reach individuals, and not State:; because, under 
the old confederation it was found that the feeble- 
ness of the Government, arose from the fact, that 
the continental Congress could only ac: on the 
Siates. What did they propose now! It was 
true, that they collected the taxes on individuals, 
but in distribution, they distributed to the S:ates, 
and not to individuals, thereby making the laws of 
this Government apply on the sovereign States, as 
the old confederation did. 

No; he took the ground here, and it was pruba- 
ble that he should submita resolution embracing 
that principle, that this Government as the repre- 
sentative of the States, and people of this Union, 
has the unlimited and unmodificd title to this 
land; and farther, that if they dist ibuted this mo- 
ney, they ought to distribute it as they would 
the land itseif, among the people; and not 
among the States of this Union. He put the ques- 
tion, if it were now a proposition to distribute this 
lacd, whether they would distribute it to the States 
or to the people? If they dis'ribuied it to the States, 
how would its benefits accrue? To the rich and 
poor, according to their relative amount of proper- 
ty. But the rich and poor were equally entitled to 
their respective share in this land. He maintained 
that in this Republie of ours, each citizen has an 
equal claim to the lands, and they ought to distri- 
bate an equal proportioa, without regard to the for- 
tunes of the people, because of the fact that they 
are the owners in common of this property. 

But he would not go further into this subject at 
present. He d:d not believe they cou'd pass this 
bill, either now or hereafier. If they trusted ‘o the 


hereafter, he would stake his ‘ife on the propositien - 


that they wouid never pass it; it was too o!ious in all 
its principles and details—too barefaced an insult 
to the people of this coun'ry—too deep an ontrage 
on the moral sense of this na'ion—too directly de- 
structive of the Constitution and institutions of 
this Government ever to meet the approbation of 
this people. And, if Senators doubted it, alhough 
it carried on its face the allurements of distribu- 
lion, he was willing to take the field within the li- 
mits ot Ohio, with the strongest and proudest of the 
Opposite party on the question of dis‘ribating the 
proceeas of these lands. He would let the subject 
pass over at this session—let them make it an is- 
sue directly to the people, and he would meet them 
on the proposition before the people, and bind him- 
self to the direct question, and trust the honor 
and intelligence of the people of Ohio on a ques- 
tion like this. He did net believe they could pass 
this bill. 

The amendment was further advocated by 
Messrs. SEVIER and WRIGHT. and opposed by 
Messrs. HUNTINGTON, CLAY of Kentucky, 
SMITH of Indiana, and WOODBRIDGE. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he shou!d be induced 
. vote against it, in compliance with his instruc- 
ions, 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and rejected: yeas 20, nays 26. 

And, after a session of near seven hours, the 
Senate adjourned. 


1iOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Mo..pay, August 9, 184!. 

The journal of Saturday having been read— 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, 1t was so ameniJed as to conform 
to the fact in reiation w the Navy Peason Bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
- tothe Committee of Ways and Means, as therein speci- 

e 

Mr. JONES, of Virginia, rose and said he had been request- 
ed bya public meeting of the Democratic party of the county 
of Fauquier, in the State of Virginia, to present the resolutions 
adopted by that meeting on the 26th. ultimo: a request with 
which it afforded him pleasure to comply, as the resolutions 
expressed the opmions entertained by a highly respectable por- 
ion of the people of that county an the deeply interesting 
questions which had hitherto and still continued to occupy the 
attention of Congress. The preamble expressed, as the sense 
of the meeting, that the present extra sesgion of Congress was 
not called fur or justified by any of the reasons which had been 
urged in its support. The resolutions remonstrated in strong 
and forcible terms against the passage ofany law for the esta- 
blishment ofa National Bank, whether under the utle of the 
Uiited States Bank, Government Bank, or Fiscal Agent, and 
wi.ether said bank shall be located in the District of Columbia 
or elsewhere, against the passage of any law for the distribu- 
tion of the proceeds ofthe sales of the public lands; againstan 
ects of the tariff, and against the creation of a national 

ebt. 

The resolutions expressed the strong and decided opposition 
of the meeting to all those measures—an opposition which he 
believed was not less strong or decided with the Democratic 
party throughout the Union 

Mr. J. said as there was no subject now pe before any 
committee of the House to which these resolutions referred, he 
moved that they be laid cn the table, and printed. 

Mr. POWELL remarked that, inasmuch as the resolutions 
presented came from the district which he had the honor to 
represent, he felt himself in duty bound to offer some expla- 
nations thereon, that the House might be fairly possessed of 
the extent of the claim of those resolutions to be received as an 
expression of public opinion in the quarter from whence they 
came. 

Mr. P. remarked that as to the respectability of the meet- 
ing he had no doubt on that point; he perceived the names 
of highly respectable gentlemen connected with it; but, if he 
was correctly informed, the meeting from which these resolua- 
tions emanated was the result of a call of the Democracy for 
the purpose upon which they acted; that the meeting was 
held accordingly at the court-house of that large county, and at 
court time; and that the number who felt so far interested 
in the matter as to give their attendance amounted te thirty- 
three; and of that number there assembled, three distinguish- 
ed gentlemen of the Democratic party openly and ably opposed 
the doctrine of repeal as applied to charters. Mr. P. remark- 
ed that it was as to this doctrine of the resolutions that he had 
thought it necessary to speak; as to the other topics of which 
they treat, he had nothing to say; they embraced the common 
principles of the party, and, as such, they might pass for what 
they were worth. But, as to this modern cry of repeal, he 
could not permit an impression to be made that it could find 
toleration in his district, even with the great body of the De- 
mocratic party; but for this he was not authorized to speak. 
Certain he was that in the district at large, of which Fauquier 
constituted a part, a doctrine so disorganizing would find little 
favor—a doctrine going to the violation of public faith, and all 
the principles upon which property rests its security, and up 
rooting the fundamental principles of society. Mr. P. there- 
fore, in the name of the Commonwealth of Virginia at large, 
and of his own district in particular, repudiated such doc- 
trines. However they might flourish elsewhere, he was well 
assured that in the ancient Commonwealth of Virginia, the 
land of steady principles, they would take no root, and find no 
favor. 


Mr. GOGGIN then inquired of his colleague (Mr. Powrtv) 
whether one ofthe gentlemen alluded to by him as opposing the 
resolutions was not a State Senator of the sarty —— also to 
the present Administration. «Mr. G said he asked for informi- 
tion, as he was unacquainted in the county. 

Mr. POWELL replied, that such he understood to be the fact, 
and that the gentleman alluded to jus. ly enjoyed the high esti- 
mation of his party and of society at large. 

he resolutions were then laidon thetable. 

And the question recurring on the motion to print— 

Mr CUSHING moved to jay that motiun on the table. 

Mr. INGERSOLL asked the yeas and nays, which were or- 
dered; and, being taken, were—yeas 107, nays 76. 

So the motion ty print was laid on the table. a 

On leave given, Mr. WARREN presented a petition from 
many citizens of Albany, Georgia, praying for the passage of a 
bankrupt law at the present session of Congress applying to all 
classes of persons : = : 

Mr. DAWSON (also on leave given) presented petitions in 
favor of the bankrupt law from several hundred citizens ofthe 
city of Augusta, and county of Richmond, in the State of Geor- 
gia. Also, from the citizens of Darien, and county of McIn- 
tosh, in the same State. Aiso froma large number of citizens 
of the city of New York; which were referred to the Commitiee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 4 

Mr. OWSLEY of Kentucky proposed to offer a joint re- 
solution, providing (if the Senate concur) fer the final ad- 
journment of this House on Wedoesday, the 13th day of Au- 


ust. 
* Mr. UNDERWOOD hoped that, by general consent, ail re- 
solutions which members might desire to offer would be re- 
ceived. 

Mr. FILLMORE inquired of the Speaker whether the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman trom Kentucky (Mr. OwsLey) was in or- 
der at this time? : 

The SPEAKER said it could only be received by general con- 


2 E 
"ie. FILLMORE then said he objected. He would object to 
any resolution of the kind until some disposition had been made 
of the general bankrupt law. ’ 

So the resolution, being objected to, was not received. 

Mr. PICKENS inguined of the Speaker what was the order 
o! business? ; 

The SPEAKER said that the regular bus:ness was the call of 
the States for resolutions. 

Mr. BROWN of Philadelphia, on leave, presented a meme- 
rial (the purport of which was not heard by the Reporter.) 


: = members asked a similar privilege, which wag Te- 
used, 

Mr. THOMPSON of Indiana asked leave to make @ report 
from the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Objection was made. 

The States were then called in their order for resolutions. 

A resolution was offered by Mr. ADAMS, of which, (by some 
accidental circumstance,) no =e could be obtained. 

Mr. TILLING ‘AST offered to present certain joint reeolu- 
tions from the Legislature of Rhode Island, (the parport of 
which was not stated, or not heard.) 

Mr. TURNEY objected. 

The SPEAKER said that resolutions of State Legislatures 
_— not poperly in order at this time, but on petition 

ay. 

r. TILLINGHAST withdrew the resolutions. 

Mr. FERRIS offered the following resolution; which, giving 
tise to debate, was ordered to lie over. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be cirected to in- 
form this House, at the commencement of the next session of 
Congress, what measures have been taken to carry inio effect 
the act of the 3d of March, 1835, authorizing the construction 
of a dry dock in the harbor of New York or its adjacent 
waters. 

Mr. CHARLES BROWN of Pennsylvania offered the fol- 
com resoluuion; which, giving rise to de sate, was ordered to 
ie over. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to furnish to this House, at the commencement of its next ete- 
son, a statement, showing the quantity of foreign coals —— 
ed into the United States during the years 1 1839, and 
where from, at what port received, and what duty per 
was charged thereon. , 

Also, to inquire into the manner foreign coals are measured 
at the different ports of the United States, with reference to the 
imposition of the duties chargeable thereon, and report to this 
House whether the same is uniform and according to law; 
and ifnot, what further legislation, if any, in his opinion, is 
necessary to a more uniform measurement, and enfotte- 


ment of the laws providing forthe payment of duties on fo- 
reign coals. 


Iu pursuance of notice heretofore given— 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
billto provide the meaus of payment -for seven sites for Matine 
Hospitals in the Western States, purcha<ed in pursuance ofthe 
act of 3d March, 1837. 

On motion of Mr. 1. the bill, having been read twice by its ti- 
tle, was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. SNYDER offered the following resolution; which giving 
rise to debate, was ordered to lie over: 

Resolved, That hereafter no appropriation shall be made for 
any new work, or forthe repair of any fort, fortress, armory 
building, or improvement of any kind for the use of the United 
States, untilthe Engineer or proper officer under whose euper- 
vision said improvement shall come, shall first make out 
and specifications of said work, with an estimate ofthe whole 
expense, one copy to be filed in the Clerk’s office, and the other 
in the Departmen of State, to which said work appropriately 
belongs. And said engineer or officer shall advertise the work 
to be done inthree newspapers in each State, for the eof 
four weeks, one paper to be printed at the capital of each State 
in which the laws of the United States are published; the 
other twoin the counties nearest the work to be done. Allthe 
pruposals shall be filed, and the work let to the lowest responsi - 
ble bidder; all which said accounts shall be settled inthe usual 


way. 

And the House shall appoint, by ballot, a standing commit. 
tee of nine members, but one to be taken from a State, whose 
duty it shall be, when required by Congress, to audit all ac- 
counts of expenditure of public moneys in accordance with the 
plan. specification, and allotment of said work. 


Mc. WILLIAMS of Maryland offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, giving rise to debate, was ordered to lie over: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of appropriating a sam 
of money, to be expended (if in the judgment of the President 
of the United States it shall be or may become n yia 
making provision to place the portof Havrede Grace, in tie 
State of Maryland, in a state of security from foreign assault: 


Mr. WISE said he had just been requested by an officer of 
the United States with one leg to offer the following resolu- 
tion ; 

Resolved, That all commissioned officers and privates of 
the Army and Navy of the United States, who have lost a lit b 
in the service of their country, be, and are hereby, allowed the 
privilege of admission to the lobby of this House. 

Cries of *‘Ay, ay’’—“No, no.’’] 

r. BRIGGS. The resolution changes a rule of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be entertained by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. KEIM said he suppesed the resolution, if it gave rise to 
debate, must he over. 

Mr. WISE. It can be entertained by unarimousconsent. I 
hope no objection will be raised. : 

Mr. KEIM. Lobject to the resolution, unless it is so modified 
as to admit rank and file together. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. BRI :GS. Ifthey have received the thanks of Congress, 
they are entitled now to come on the floor. . 

r. ARNOLD suggested that the resolution should be so 
modified as to admit private solaiers. 

Mr. WISE was willing so to modify the resolution, he said, 
as toembrace “allsoldiers who had lost their Jimbs.’’ : 

Mr. ADAMS inquired of the Speaker whether the resolutiva 
did not, asa matter of course, lieover? 

The SPEAKER said it must Jie over if there was not una- 
nimous consent. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then I desire it to goover. 1 think the reso- 
lution, if adopted at all, should be modified. 

A voice. 1: has been modified. Balhae 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes; but there aie other modifications that I 
should desire to make. 

So the resolution was ordered to lie over. 

Mr. HOPKINS offered the following resolution; which was 


adopted: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be required (o inform 
this House, with as lijtle delay as practicavie, how much of the 
appropriation of $125,000 for the construction of the new Post 
Of ce building, made for the year 1841, remains unexpended. 

Mr. GILMER, from the Select Committee on Retrenchmeat, 
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offered the following resolution, which, giving rise w debate, | 


was ordered to lie over: 

Regolved, That tie chairman of the Committee on Re- 
trenchment ask leave of the House to sit during the recess of 
Congress, and the cominitiee have power to send for persons 
and papers, and to report at the next session by bill or other- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be required to report 
to this House, at the next seasion of Congress, the number of 
fortifications within the United States, showing, in tabular 
form, the amounts expended during each year of the last three 
Congresses, in the construction or repairs of cach; the amouut 
expended from and after the4th of March last up tothe latest 
period prior to the report which may be practicable; the 
amount eetimated as necessary lo complete the construction or 
repair of those yet unfinished, and the whole expenditure on 
those finished; the number of guns which are to be employed 
ateach fortification when completed, the number of werkmen 
annually employed upon each fortification, and the anount of 
wages ald theae by the month or year; and the number of 
men which will be required to man such forUfications in me 
of peace, and aiso in time of war; and that he further reportthe 
manner in which the contracts for supplies of materials to con- 
struct such fortifications are or have been made, and whether 
they are let w the, lowest bidder, upon advertisement, or in 
what other mode are the supplies furnished, and the cost of 
the principal timber, per cubic foot, used in constructing the 
fortification; and likewise the cost or price of stone, brick, or 
other principal materials used. 

Mr. FLLLMORE suggested to Mr. U. so to modify the resolu- 
tion as to include “the expense of those fortifications that have 
been completed.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD accepted the modification. 

And the resolution, as modified, was adopted. 

Mr. POPE offered the following resolution, which, giving 
Yise to debate, was ordered to lie over: 

Resoived, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of establish. 
ing a mail route, the mail to be carried in stage ~oaches, from 
Bardstown, in Nelson county, in Kentucky, to Glas sow, in Bar- 
ren county, in the same State, and thence to Nashville. 

Mr. MASON of Ohio offered the following resolution, which, 
giving rise to debate, was ordered to lie over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to 
7 before this House, as early as practicable at the next session 

Congress, 4 statement showing 

First, The estimated cost and quantity of the lands actually 
ceded by Indians to the United States, exclusive of the lands 
reserved for or subsequently granted to Indians. 

The amount paid out of the Treasury on account of salaries 
and contingent expenses of the General Land Office, and the 
local land offices, separately. 

The estimated amount paid out of the Treasury on account 
of salaries and contingent expenses at the surveyors’ offices, 
on account of the sold portion of the public lands. 

The amount paid out of the proceeds of the public lands, 
while in the hands of the receivers, on account of the salaries 
and contingent expenses of the land offices. 

The estimated amount paid for surveying such portions of 
the public lands as have been sold or otherwise disposed of. 

Theaimount paid to the State of Georgia, and for the liquida- 
tion of claims arising out of the laws of the United States, 

The amount paid out of the Treasury in consequence of the 
purchase of Louisiana and Florida, for the principal and inte- 
rest separately. 

The amount paid to the several States, or set apart as being 
the 2, 3, and 5 per cent. funds. 

The estimated cust and quantity of the lands reserved for 
indians, or those granted to them in lieu of, oras part compen- 
sation for, the lands ceded by them to the United States sepa- 
rately. 

Second. The amount paid by the purchasers of the public 
lands, showing how much was paid in money, and how much 
in military warrants, stocks, evidences of public debt, and land 
ee respectively. 

he amount of interest on the sums annually paid into the 
Treasury forthe public lands, and the interest on the sums an- 
nually paid io Jand warrants or military scrip, separately. 

The quantity and estimated value, at the minimnm price per 
acre, of the lands granted to the several States for the purposes 
of eJucation, roads, canals, &c. 

The quantity and estimated value, at the minimum price per 
acre, of the lands granted or set apart for bounties to the officers 
and soldiers of the Revolutionary and late wars. 

The quantity and estimated value, at the minimum price per 
acre, of the lands granted to individuals or companies, other 
than the confirmation of the orJinary private claims. 

The quantity and estimated value of the lands reserved for, 
and granted to, Indian individuals, or to tribes, in lieu of the 
lands ceded by them to the United States, separately. 

Third. The estimated amount paid for salaries and contin- 
gentexpenses of the offices of Surveyors General, and for sur- 
veying such portions of the public landsas have not been sold 
by the United States, separately. 

The estimated quantity surveyed and unsold, and the quanti- 
ty ceded and not surveyed. 

Fourth. The amounts annually paid into the Treasury 
out oF the duties accruing at the ports of New Orleans and 
Mobile, and in Michigan, and the interest on the payments so 
made. . 

Also, statements showing in detail, and under each treaty, 
the costand quantity of the lands ‘‘ceded to the United States, 
exclusive of the lands reserved and subsequently granted to la 
dians,”’.aad those “reserved for indians, or granted in lieu of the 
lands ceded by them.” 

Mr. CALVARY MORRIS offered the following resolution, 
which, giving rise to debate, was ordered to lie over: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, Tha: 
all letters and packeta, weighing two ounces and ander, carne: 
by post, to aad from Mrs, Harrison, relic of the late Willian 

Henry Harrison, be conveyed free of postage during her na 
tural life. 

Mr. GIDDINGS offered the following*resolution, which was 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to transmit to this 
Ifouse, as early inthe nextsessien as may be convenient, all 
evidences in iia possession (not heretofore communicated) re- 
epecting the orjgin of the Seminole war, togetl:er with @ list of 
all slaves capsured during said war by the oops engaged in 














the service of the United States in Florida; the amount paid 
for the captureof such slaves, (if any,) and the manner in 
which said slaves have been disposed of since their capture. 

Mr. MOORE of Louisiana offered the following resolution, 
which, giving rise to debate, was ordered to lie over: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of establishing a port of entry on 
Red River, either a Natchitociesor Shrevesport, and of allow- 
ing the benefit of drawback on cotton imported inland from 
Texas, when exported, and on foreign goods exported inland 
to Texas and Mexico. 

By general consent, the SPEAKER laid before the House 
certain depositions in the case of the contested election from 
Virginia; which were referred to the Committee on Elections. 

‘rhe committees were then called in their order for reports. 

Mr. DAWSON, fromahe Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported a bill making further prevision for the suppression 
of Indian hostilities in Florida. 

The bill having been read twice by its tide— 

Mr. DAWSON, remarking that it contained no appropria: 
tion, and thatitsobject was merely to conunue in force certain 
provisions of the act of 1836, which had expired, (being a bill 
authorizing the President to cal] out additional volunteers,) and 
therefore did not require commitment, moved that the bill be 
put on its third reading. 

Alter a moment’s conversation between Messrs. McK AY and 
DAWSON, the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Unien, and was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, reported, with an amendment, the Senate bill in re- 
lation to the District Banks. Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the same committee, reported a 
bill to authorize the recovery of fines and forfeitures incurred 
under the charter laws and ordinances of Georgétown, B®fore 
justices of the peace. 

The bill having been read twice, Mr. U. after briefly explain- 
ing the provisions thereof, moved that it be put on its third 
reading at this time. 

And, no objection being made, the bill was read a third time 
and passed. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Indiana, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, made areport on the subject of Pennsy!- 
vania avenue, (in relation to which subject a bill had been here- 
tofore reported. 

The report (without being read) was laid on the table and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the same committee, made a report 
en the subject of the repairs of the Potomac bridge, (in relation 
to which subject also a bill had been heretofore reported.) 

The report (without being read) was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. CUSHING, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, re- 
ported, withan amendment, the Senate bill (heretofore referred 
to that committee) entitled “An act to amend an act entitled an 
act to carry into effect the convention between the United States 
and the Mexican Republic.” 

Mr. ©. stated that the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee was to strike out the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. WELLER. Thatis considerable of an amendment, I 
sould say. 

On the suggestion of Mr. WISE (as the Reporter understood) 
the bill lies upon the table. 

Petitions and memoria's (on leave) were presented by the fol- 
lowing members, and were appropriately referred: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD of Kentucky. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT of New York. 

Mr. RANDOLPH of New Jersey. 

Mr, WOOD,of New York. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut. 

REP&AL OF THE SUB-TREASURY LAW. 

The unfinished business of Saturday was the bil! from the 
Senate repealing the actcommonly known as the Sub-Treasu- 
ry law, as the said billhad been proposed to be amended by the 
Select Committee appointed by this House on the subject of the 
currency. 

Mr. PICKENS rose in opposition to the bill, which, as well 
as its antagonist measure, a Bank of the United States, he consi- 
dered as involving principles deepfy affecting the dis‘ribution 
of wealth and the wages of labor. flera word of commenda 
tlon on the Sub-Treasury bill, he laid down the general princi- 
ple, that nothing so much disturbe! the currency and ex- 
changes of a country as the use of Government credits of any 
kind, directly or indirectly. He had advocated the Sub-Treasu- 
ry system chiefly becauseit abstracted Government credit from 
the business concerns of the country. 

Mr. P. then traced the effect of the system he opposed from 
the year 1833 to 1837; insisting that the exportation of Govern 
ment credits to Europe had brought back not money, but an 
inundation of European manufactures, which came in compe- 
tition with our own domestic labor. The catastrophe in 1837 
had put astop to this; insomuch that, while the imports of 
1839-40 had been 105 millions, the exports had been 131 mul- 
lions: the balance going tu pay the interestand part of the prin 
cipalof our foreign debt; while but a year before the imports 
had been 150 millions, and exceeded the exports by 56 millions 
This, alone, was enough to derange the currency and ex- 
changes of the country. 

Mr. P. adverting to the loan of twelve millions, and the crea- 
tion of bank stock, together with the distribution bill, prophe 
sied that the result would be a repetition of the same measure: 
as had flooded the country with foreign goods, and, instead o! 
regulating, would disturb and derange currency and «xchange. 

He appealed to gentlemen from Connecticut and Pennsylva 
nia, whether they weuldstandsuch a mass of fereign competi 
tion. Capitalists would get contro! of the Government credit, 
as they had lately hadof State credit, and corporation credit 
But it would be that class of capitalists whose capital, being 
chiefly invested In stocks, was moveable, and couldeasily bi 
transierred into anewcha nel. These would come in compe 
tition with those whose capital, being in lands and in factories, 
was fixer, and could not be withdrawn from its existing invest 
ment. The effect would be, at first, to produce a fictitious and 
deceptive appearance of prosperity; but this would be quickly 
succeeded by reaction, and a proportionate condition of mercan 
tile distress and embarrassment. 

Mr. P. then proceeded to .contrast the circumstances ande: 
which the previous national banks had been created with those 
of the conntry at this time, arguing to show that, if a bank 
should be established now, foreign exchange would be agains: 
the country; and if Government did not iaterpose to ald th: 





bank, by creating some sort of exchequer bills, it would not 
staud six months. This, he said, the people never wouldcoug. 
tenance or tolerate. He went into some statistical statements, 
showing what had been the course of the last bank, and what 
had led to its ruin. He did not spare the Pennsylvania bank 
which he designated asa_harnel house of corruption, disgust. 
ing and revolting to behold. 

fe next went into the alleged power of a Nationa] Bank to 
regulate exchanges, which he utterly denied. Thetrue mean- 
ing of exchange was the difference between cash and the value 
ofa bill drawn upon a particular poi. t; but, inthe modern use 
of the term, it had come to be considered as merely the differ- 
ence between hank netes of differentbanks. Thus in Sayan. 
nah there were banks which paid, and other banks which did 
not pay specie, and the difference in the value of their notes 
was called exchange. It wasa mere absurdity so to call jt 
andthe argument builded on it was a mere catchpenny argu: 
ment. 

In confirmation of his position that the United States Bank 
never did, inthis modern sense, equalize the exchanges of 
the country, Mr. P. quoted a long table in detail showing the 
rates of exchange in ditierent years during the’ lifetime of the 
bank. He insisted that neither a National Bank, nor the Go 
verument itself, norany other power on earth could or ever 
had regulated exchange, but the course oftrade, which was as 
irresistible and uncontrollable as the laws of Nature; but be. 
ing itself controlled by the relatian of demand to supply. He 
traced the contrary idea to the English financiers, and th ir in. 
ferences from the operations of the Bank of England; but gave 
it as his opinion that there never nad been a greater fallacy. 
Herelied much on the fact that while the Bank of England 
had increased her bullion nine millions in 1813, yet the course 
of foreign exchange had been steadily against the bank. The 
theory assumed many things which were not true, but_were 
on the contrary impossible: such as, that the course of trade, 
the state of the tariff, and the amount of products in foreign 
countries remained always the same. Even when England was 
fengweeeng grain from abroad, exchange remained against 

er. 

But ifa National Bank could regulate domestic exchange, 
how could itdo it? As it had in 1819, 720, and 21, by breaking 
all the Southern banks, that it might concentrate all the specie 
ofthe country in itsown vaults?) Such must again be the in. 
evitable effect of a central bank, with branches in the States. 
He quoted a letter of Mr. Biddie’s to a committee of Congress 
in 1832. He insisted that the apparent equalization of ex. 
changes was deceptive, and the mere effect of transferring bro. 
kerage from private countersto the counters of the branch 
banks, while labor felt no benefit from the operation. 

Mr. P now wentinto a history of the causes ofthe revul- 
sion in bnsiness which occurred in 1837; which he traced, not 
to any war of the Government against the Bank of the United 
States, but to the course pursued by the Bank of England in 
first extending her credits over this country and then suddenly 
increasing her bullion four millions and curtailing her dis- 
counts eight millions; thus withdrawing sixty millions of dol- 
lars in asingle year from the amount of circulation. In addi- 
tion to this had come the effect of the deposite distribution bill, 
which aggravated the eviland precipitated the catastrophe. 
That it was not owing to the Sub-Treasury, he insisted, was 
proved by the fact that the same and greater distress was ex- 
perienced simultaneously in England and also in some parts of 
the continent. 


Mr. P. iaveighe:! with some vehemence against the plan of 
the Fiscal Bank, asa political measure and a Treasury Bank, 
as a monster god, engendered in fraud ard brought forth in cor- 
ruption, and avowed his determination never to bow in worship 
before such a horrid idol. Neither would the country; they 
would give ail vested rights to the winds, tear up all parchment 
edicts to threads, and trample them under their feet; but never, 
never could or would they submit to so vile a compound of 
fraud and iniquity as Was now proposed to be forced upon their 
necks, 


Mr. HUNT next obtained the floor, and went into a speech in 
support of the bill, in which he took a retrospective view of the 
rise and progress of the Sub-Tieasury bill, from 1837 down to 
the present time. 

He had constanuy, and from the first, protested against and 
opposed it; and he now thanked a merciful Providence that he 
had been spared, as he hoped, to see the final repeal of so odious 
a measure of ignorance and tyranny, within one year after its 
birth had been celebrated by the firing of cannon, and hailed as 
a third De*laration of Independence. 

Mr. Hi. insisted that its condemnation had been pronounced 
by the whole American people—the Sub-Treasury having been 
made a distinct issue throughout the country at the late Presi- 
dential election. 


Mr. MERIWETHER adverted to some of the remarks of the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Hunr,] and the gentleman 
from South Caroliga, {Mr. Pickens,] and also to those of the 
gentieman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. INcBRsOLL,)] made a few 
days since. 

ite then went onto say that he would now, without taking up 
the time of the House in referring to the cross-road speeches 
and the hard cider arguments which the gentleman from South 
Carolina was so fond of citing on all occasions, proceed to give 
some of his views on the subjectthen before them—the repeal 
of the Sub-Treasury. ; ae 

He would say, at once, that he was in favor of the proposition, 
and he expressed his utter inability to discover how the friends 
of the Sub-Treasury caine to the conclusion that it was a mea- 
sure separating the Bank from the =tate. For his own part, he 
had never been able to perceive it; but, on the contrary, regard- 
ed it ina light exactly the reverse. 

He next proceeded to cite from the report of Secretary 
Woodbury, made at the last session of Congress, for the pur- 
pose of showing that there was scarcely a bank in the couctry 
with which the Government was not most closely and intimate- 
ly connected, and that they had greatly increased in numbetw 
of late years. : 

He contended that the Sub-Treasury rendered it almost im- 
possible for the Government to shake off these mushroom in- 
stitutions, which had sprung into existence ever since the war 
had been commenced upon the currency. He next entered 
into some statements to show the great expense incurred under 
this system in the collection and disbursement of the revenue. 
He condemned the Sub-Treasury as not answering the erds 
and purposes which its advocates had claimed for it, when it 
became the law of the land; and he unced it as a humbug 
of the veriest kind; which had been forced upon the country by 
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palming upon this House a representation from a whole State 
that had not been elected by the people. 

Mr. STEENROD next addressed the House in an able and 
argumentative speech, in opposition to the bill, in the course 
of which he showed the inconsistencies of the Whig party, 
and contrasted their professions before the late elections with 
their practices since. He took a view of the abuses and cor- 
ruptions of the paper system, and particularly those of the late 
Bank of the United States, contrasting them with the sound 
aod healthful operations of the Consututional Treasury, which 
he contended had performed all that had been promised for it. 
A full report of Mr. StgENROpD’s speech will be given in a few 


ays. 

: ite was followed by Mr. HASTINGS of Ohio, who made a 
speech on the same side. 

Mr. GIDvVINGS said that during the last eight months 
which this House had been engaged in legislation, more than 
twe of those inonths had been spent in discussing this question 
of the Sub-Treasury and itsantagonist measure. Iu that time, 
something more than a hundred and two speeches, he believed, 
had been made and published, and by hundreds of thousands 
sent forth to the people. He believed he would now beuer 
subserve the interests of those who sent him here by endeavor- 
ing to bring the debate to a close thaw by making a speech. He 
therefore called for the previous question. 

Mr. WELLER moved a call of the House. 

Mr. JOHN T. MASON moved an adjournment; but with- 
drew it. 

Mr. HALSTED tenewed the motion, and asked the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and, being taken, were—yeas 
62, nays 95. 

So the House refused to adjourp. 

Mr. LEWIS WILLIAMS asked the yeas and nays on the 
motion that there be a cal! of the House; which were ordered, 
and, being taken, were—yeas 101, pays77. 

So the call was ordered. ; 

And the roll being called, 178 members answered to their 
names. 

And the names of the absentees having been called, 206 mem- 
bers appeared to be present. 

All further proceedings were then suspended. 

And the question recurring on seconding the demand for the 
previous question— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Maryland made the following point of 
order: 

‘That a due observance of parliamentary law and practice, 
not inconsistent with the standing rules of this House, reqnires 
thatevery bill shall be read through, by paragraghs, ror 
AMENDMENT, at least once, before the question shall be put 
whether itshail be read a third time; and that the bill entitled 
‘An act to repeal,’ &c, nol having been so read, the previous 
question Cannot now properly apply.” 

The SPEAKER overruled the point. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked if it was in order to make some re- 
marks on this point. 

The SPEAKER decided that it was not in order, the previous 
question having been called. ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS appeaied from the decision. 

Which decision, by yeas 149, nays 20, was sustained by the 
House. 

The motion for the previous question was then seconded. 

And the main question was ordered to be taken. 

And the main question, being on agreeing to the amendment 
of the select committee of this House, was decided in the af- 
firmative. , 

So the amendment (of which the Reporter has nota copy) was 
agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

And having been ordered to a third reading noto, the bill, by 
tlie following vote, was passed: 

YEA>=—Messrs. Adains, Allen, Landaff W. Andrews, 8. 
J, Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Bar- 
ton, Birdseye, Black, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Boits, Briggs, 
Brockway, Bronson, M. Brown, J. Brown, Burnell, W. Buuer, 
Calhoun, J. Campbell, William B. Campbell, Thomas J. Camp- 
bell, Caruthers, Childs, Chittenden, John C. Clark, Staley N. 
Clark, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Garrett Davis, Wil- 
liam C. Dawson, Deberry, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, 
Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Thomas F. Foster, Gamble, 
Gentry, Giddings, Gilmer, Goggin, Patrick G. Goode, Graham, 
Green, Greig, Habersham, Hall, Halsted, William 3. Hastings, 
Henry, Howard, Hudson, Hnnt, James Irvin, William W. Ir- 
win, James, W. C. Johnson, Isaac D. Jones, John P. Kennedy, 
King, Lane, Lawrence, Linn, Mallory, Thomas F. Marshall, 
Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meri- 
wether, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Nisbet, Osborne, 
Owsley, Pearce, Pendleton, Pope, Powell, Proffit, Ramsey, 
Benjamin Randall, Randolpli, Rayner, Rencher, Ridgway, 
Rodney, Russell, Saltonstall, Sergeant, Shepperd, Simonton, 
Slade, Smith, Stanly, Stokeley, Strattou, Stuart, Summers, 
Taliaferro, John B. Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Til- 
linghast, ‘Yoland, Tomlimson, Triplett, Trumbull, Underwood, 
Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Warren, Washington, Edward D. 
White, Joseph L. White, Thomas W. Williams, Lewis Wil- 
liams, Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Win- 
throp, Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young—134. 

NAYS—Messrs. Arrington, Atherton, Banks, Beeson, Bid- 
lack, Bowne, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, 
Sampson H. Butler, William O. Buder, Green W. Caldwell, 
Patrick C. Caldwell, Cary, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, 
Cross, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, John B. Dawson, Dean, Doan, 
nee, John C, Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, John G. Floyd, Charles 
A. Floyd, Fornance, William O, Goode, Gordon, Gustine, Har- 
tis, John Hastings, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Houston, 
Hubard,fHunter, Ingersoll, Jack, Cave Johnson, John W, Jones, 
Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, Abraham 
McClellan, Robert McClellavn, McKay, Marchand, Alfred Mar- 
shall, John Thompson Mason, Mathews, Medill, Miller, Oliver, 
Parmenter, Patridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Reding, Riggs, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Saunders, Shaw, Shields, Snyder, Sprigg, 
Steenrod, Turney, Van Buren, Ward, Watterson, Weller, West- 
brook, James W. Williams, and Wood—87. 

. HALSTED moved a reconsideration of the vote just 
taken. 
taMr. H. said he had long been endeavoring to obtain the floor 
in order to make some remarks on the manner in which the 
Sub-Treasury bill had passed. He wished to show to the coun- 
try that it was passed in consequence of the tyrannical act of 
the majority of the House depriving the legally qualified mem- 
bere of the State of New Jersey of their rights on that floor. 































Mr. H. was proceeding amidst repeated interruptions and calls 
to order, when he finaliy yielded the floor, as he said, at the so- 
licitation of his friends, and saying that he would take some 
other opportunity of speaking on the subject of the injustice 
that had been done the New Jersey certificate members. Mr. H. 
then withdrew his motion for reconsideration. 

Mr. SHIELDS ro e and obtained the floor, and amid cries of 
order, order, said he wished to ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. HaLsrep] one question, and would be obliged to 
him for an answer. Would he rise up and say to the House 
and the country, that he and his colleagues, who were rejected 
by the House of Representatives, had heen elected by a legal 
majority of the voters of New Jersey. i 

Mr HALSTED made no reply. 

Mr. J. ©. CLARK renewed the motion fur reconsideration, 
and demanded the previous question; which was seconded. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina requested the.gentdeman 
from New York (Mr. CLARK] to withdraw his motion for the 
previous question, in order that he might make an inquiry of 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. Hatsrep.} The inquiry 
which Mr. C. wished to make, was this: Did not the gentleman 
{Mr Haustreo] and his associates, in the last election for 
Congress in New Jersey, run behind their party; and did not 
their cempetitors, the temocratic candidates for Congress, run 
before theirs? If this was the case, Mr. C. thought it afforded 
a very good commentary upon the remarks which the gentle- 
man had just made, and might be regarded asa verdict of the 
people of New Jersey, in support of the final decision of the 
last House of Representatives, on the celebrated contested 
election from that State. 

(Here the cries were so loud as to prevent Mr. C. from being 
heard, and he took his seat. | 

The main question (which was on the reconsideration) was 
ordered to be taken; and, being taken, was decided in the ne- 
gative. 

So the vote was not reconsidered. 

And then, at half past six, the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE, 
Tuespayr, August 10, 1841. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana presented a petition of 
captains and owners of steamboats and others, in- 
terested in the trade and prosperity of the whole 
country generally, and particularly of the Western 
Siaies, very numerousiy signed,in favor of the 
improvement of the navigation ef the Ohio river, 
at the falls, by the construction of the canal on the 
Indiana side of the river. 


Mr. Smiru said he had had the pleasure of sub- 
mitting petitions and resolutions atthe last and 
present sessio ts of Congress on the same subject. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had in- 
troduced resolutions of inquiry in relation to the 
improvement of that obstruction, and much infor- 
mation had been collected. Mr. S. well knew 
that nothing coul! be done on the subject at the 
present session; but he desired to lay the petition 
on the table, that it might be referred, at the ear- 
liest period of the next session, tothe appropriate 
committee. He thought the object one of great 
national imporiance, as it was essential to the 
prosperity of the commerce of the whole West 
that the obstruction at the falls should be effectu- 
ally overcome, with the least possible burden to 
that commerce, upon which, at this time, the ex- 
actions are enormous. The petition was, on his 
montion, laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, two hundred e»pies 
of House bill relating to duties and drawbacks 
were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial, (the 
contents of which were not heard.) 

Mr. BENTON moved to take up the document 
presented by him some mornings since, conta'ning 
ihe proceedings of the meeting at Fauquier coun- 
ty, which had created the debate on the point of 
order and appeals from the decision of the Chair. 
The motion having been agreed to— 

Mr. BENTON moved that it be printed. 

Mr. CLAY asked the yeas and nays on the 
question; and it was decided in the negative, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Archer, Benton, Bucha- 
nan, Calboun, Clay of Alabama, Cuthbert, Ful- 
ton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Mouton, Nicholson, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
Walker, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and 
Young— 22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clay of Kentucky, Dixon, Evans, Gra- 
ham, Huatington, Ker, Merrick, Miller, More- 
head, Phelps, Porter, Preston, Simmons, Smith of 
Indiana, Southard, Tallmadge, White, and Wood- 
bridge—23. 

The bill repealing the Sub-Treasury having been 
passed in the House with amendments, 

Mr. CLAY moved that the bill and amendments 
be referred to the Commitiee on Finance, which 








motion was adopted, and, on motion of Mr. TAP- 
PAN, the amendments were ordered to be printed. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, en- 
titled “An act to obtain the recovery of. fines and 
forfeitures in and under the laws and ordinances of 
Georgetown before justices of the peace,” was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Dist:ict ef Colum- 
bia. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON asked the Senate to in- 
dulge him in taking up the joint resolution relating 
to the light-boats now stationed at Sandy Hook and 
Bartlett’s reef, as it would cecupy but a moment. 
The motion having been agreed to, Mr. H. ex- 
plained the object of the resolution, which was a 
mere change of location of the boats on the recom- 
mendation of experienced pilots and navigators. 
Mr. H. then offered an amendment, to come in at 
the end of the recolution, which was adopted, and 
the resolution ordered to be engrossed. It reads as 
follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to cause the light-boat now stationed at Sandy Hook to be re- 
moved, and to be placed near Bartlett’s reel, in Long Island 
Sound; and to cause the light-boat now at Bartlett’s reef to be 
removed, and placed near Execution rocks, in Long Island 
Sound, with a bell only for the latter vessel, to be so fixed as to 
be rung by the motion of the sea. 


Mr. SMITH of Indiana moved to take up the 
bill making further appropriations for the location 
of military bounty land warrants, and was proceed- 
ing to assign the reasons for his motion, when 

Mr. BENTON called him to order under the de- 
cision of the Chair, that a motion to take up a sub- 
ject was not debatable. He also informed the Se- 
nator that the bill would be opposed, as this subject 
had been open for fifty years, and it was time it 
was closed. 

Mr. SMITH then withdrew his motion. 


THE LAND BILL. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH of Indiana, the Se- 
nate proceeded to the consideration of the special 
order, being the bill to appropriate the proceeds of 
the public lands, and to grant pre-emption rights, 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama moved to strike out in 
the 4th line line of the Ist section the words “in the 
year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and 
forty-one,” and insert, “next ensuing the complete 
payment of the public debt that bas been, or may 
be hereafter, contracted under any act of the 
United States.” 

Mr. U. grounde this amendment on the objec- 
tions which he entertained to any distribution of 
the proceeds of the public Jands while the country 
was in debt and bills for additional taxation pend- 
ing before the Legislature. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana said the amendment was 
fair and henes'—it was made with a view to de- 
feat the bill, and the question was simply biil or no 
bill, distribution or no distribation. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama said bis proposition did 
not go tu defeat of the bill, but simply to make it 
take effect after the country was out of debt. 

Mr. CALHOUN said it was estimated in de- 
bate by the chairman of the Commitiee of Ways 
and Means in the other House, that the average 
expenditures of the Government «urmg the pre- 
sent Administration would equal $27,700,000 an- 
nually. He also es:imated on data furnished by 
the Treasury Department, that the receipts from 
the imports under the bill which passed that 
Honse, if itshould become a law would equal 
about $18,500,000, making a difference of upwards 
of nine millions of dollars between the receipis 
and the expenditures, to be raised by increasing 
the duties Om imports above 20 per cent. in di- 
rect violation of the compromise act. If Senators 
would take the trouble to examine the documents 
furnished by the Treasury Department, they would 
find that to produce that sum, the duties would 
have to be raised to at least 27 percent. This. 
accoiding to the estimate of the high authority of 
the chairman of the commitiee, must be the neces- 
sary result should this bill to distribute the p-o- 
= the public lands among the States be 
pase . 

He now appealed to Southern Senators—Sena- 
tors from the staple States—on whose constituents 
this inereasec burden would principally fall. Are 
they willing to give their sanction to a measure 











314 


which must necessarily terminate in the violation 
of the compromise act, and reopen the tariff con 
troversy? Are they willing to surrender the im- 
portant branch of revenue from the public lJands, 
which musi yield annually, if faithfully adminis- 
tered, fvur or five millions of dollars, when they 
| 
| 


a 


are (6 receive, in its distribution, one dellar, for 
which their constituents would have to pay at least 
five times as much, to make good the deficit? 

He would also appeal to Senators from the 
North, and ask, would they now set aside the com- 
promise? The South bas faithfully and honorably 
adhered to it, while it was favorable to the North: 
will the North, now, when the South in turn is 
about to reap the advantage, forget the fidelity with 
which we adhered to it, and deprive us of the be- 
nefit to which we are so justly entitled? He could 
not believe it possible that a course so disreputable 
would be adopted by the Northern Senators, un- 
less, indeed, some portion of the Southern Senators | 
should, by their votes, set the example, by sacri | 
ficing the interests of their constituents. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky said the conjectural es- 
timate of twenty-seven millions as the annual ex- 
penditure of the Government was a mere supposi- 
tion, deduced from the average expenditnre of the 
four years of Mr. Van Buren’s administration. He | 
hoped 20 Whig would ever assume that average asthe | 
average annual expenditure of a Whig Administra- | 
tion. He would go for reducing it to the lowest | 
year in expenditure of that Admin‘stration, which 
was twenty-two millions, and he even thought it 
might be reduced to twenty. He was prepared to 
show at the proper time, that, without any viola- 
tion of the compromise act, which he desired to 
preserve inviolate as much as any man cn that 
floor, the bill from the House, now on oar table, 
would yield arevenue to the amoant of twenty- 
eicht or twenty-nize millions; and this by the 
sligh' increase of duties, and taking the home 
va'uation, which was done by adding tWenty per | 
cent. to the foreign valuation. The compromise 
bill was passed with the understanding that the 
revenues of the Government were to be derived 
from the customs alone. 

Mr. CALHOUN said not only the Senate but 
the country hada right to complain of the order 
which the Senator had given to the business of the 
session, for he held him exclusively responsible. 
He has reversed the natural order throughout the 
entire session: putting that first which onght to | 
sueceed the other, and rendering it almost impossi- 
ble to discuss int Ihigibly any one bill from ihe | 
want of a full knowledge of that which cought to | 
precede it. This case furnishes a striking illustra- | 
tion. It is maniiest at every step that the bill im- 
po ing taxes ought to have been discussed before 
this bill for the distiibution of the revenue from 
tre lands. How can any one ascertain whether 
the revenue from the lands can be spared, till it is | 
koowa what revenue the tax bill will give? And 
yet we are forced into the discussion of the latter 
without the sligh est reason, beftre we have con- 
sidered the former. The Senator ought to have 
commenced the session, if he intended fairly, with 
the tax bill, and settled, in the first instance, what 
was to be the policy of the Administration; what 
sum it would require annua ly to carry into effect 
that poley, and how it was to be raised. By 
adopting that order, each preceding subject would 
have cast light on that whch followed, and the 
business of the session progressed at least intelli- | 
gibly, if not wicely. If his design was to carry | 
his measures at all events, whether right or wrong, 
the course pursued may have been the proper one; 
bat if not—if he relied on the wisdom and truth 
of the measures as the means ef carrying them, 
the order adopted was certainly most preposterous. 

This brought him to the extraordinary assertion 
of the Senator, that the compromise act was passed 
with an understanJing that after 1842 the revenue 
from the public lands was to be distributed among 
the States. He (Mr. C.) knew not what was the 
understanding between others, but as to himself it 
was utterly without foundation. Ele had never 
heard of it until within the last few days, when he 
noticed it in the columns of the Intelligencer. He 
repeated, there was no such understanding. As 
far as he was concerned, it was a pure fiction, and 
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neither he nor his constituents were or could be 
bound by it. The Senator musi know that, as to 
him ( ‘dr. CaLnoun) it was impossible there could 
be such an unders'anding He knows thatI have 
been steadily and determinedly opposed to the mea- 
sure. That 1 bave regarded it as the most palpa- 
bly unconstilutional, tse most dangerous and mis- 
chievous measure ever proposed in Congress. 
Nor can he be ignorant that I voted steadily on all 
questions, direct and incidental, against the bill 
during that session. 

But the Senator himself, by his own course, has 
furnished the strongest evidence that there was} no 
such understanding as he now asserts. His distri- 
bution bill has been before the body nearly every 
year since; he has had the greatest anaiety to pass 
it, and yet has never, in a single instance, intimated 
any such understanding. 

But to return to the tax bill. The Senator says 
that he is prepared to show that by the aid of 
home valuation twenty-erght or twenty-nine mil- 
lions may be aerived from the customs without 
nominally increasing the duties above twenty per 
cent. To make this out, he assumes that home 
valuation would add twenty percent. to the invoice 
prices. Does he forget that the laws as they ori- 
ginally stood, add ten per cent. to the value of all 
goods coming from this side of the Cape of Good 
Hope, and twenty per cen. upon all beyond? 
which it now retains in effect, and of course that 
instead of making his estimate upon twenty per 
cent. round, it ought to be but ten per cent. upon 
goods imported ‘rom this side of the Cape of Good 
Hope, and nothing upon those beyond. 

But he would ask the Senator, on what principle 
has he assumed twenty per cent. on the invoiceas the 
home valuation? Has he entered into any elabo- 
rate calculation to show that it is the real difference 
between the foreign and the home price? and if not, 
has he assumed it arbitrarily without any data. If 
so, what prevents it from being raised to thirty, 
forty, fifty, or one hundred per cent. and the re- 
introduction of an oppressive protective tariff sys- 
tem under this new fiction? It would certainly be 
a very cunning and ingenious mode of setting 
aside the compromise act. 

But the Senator objects to the amount estimated 
as the annual expenditure by the chairman of the 
Commitiee of Ways and Means in the other 
House. He regards it as a mere assumption, and 
altogether too high. I, said Mr. Catucun, have 
the speech of the member before me, and do not 
regard it in the ight that the Senator does, It is 
the estimated and not the assumed amount, and [ 
suppose that the authority of the chairman of the 
Waysand Means in the other House on a finan- 
cial point ought to be regarded as high as the 
Senator’s, or any other, exespt, perhaps, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. If I might be permitted to 
decide between them, and to judge of the future by 
the present, by the expenditure of the present ses- 
sion, my opinion would be that the estimate of the 
chairman of the Ways and Means was too low 
rather than too h'gh. 

We are, however, told thafexpenditures are to 
be reduced, and economy and retrenchment to be- 
come the order of the day. He would much 
rather see it than hear of it. He has become 
slow of belief and distrustful of promises from 
those in power. Whenever he hears them from 
that quarter he involuntarily thinks with what 
fidelity they have observed the famous promise 
that proscription should be prosciibed. Before he 
sat down he would again warn Southern gentle- 


men that if they vote against this amendment and - 


in favor of the bill, they would lay the certain 
foundation of a violation of the compromise, and 
the renewal of all the oppression of a proteetive 
tariff. 

Mr. CLAY said he was willing to take the re- 
sponsibility of the measures of the present session, 
if they are passed into Jaws, and passed they will 
be, if there is fidelity to the Whig cause. The 
Senator says that home valuation is unconstitu- 


_ tional, and that he is opposed to it; but does he 


suppose that the friends of protection would yield 
this and give up all to the other side. If he does, 
he will find himself mistaken. But it is unconsti- 
tutional, says the Senator. It is easy to make 








these flippant assertions of unconstitutionality, bat 
it isnot all uvconstitational. But on another 
point, which is disputed by the £enator, that alter 
1842 the revenues of the Government were to be 
derived from imposts alone, be would call the at. 
tention of the Senate to the law, which the Sena. 
tor from South Carolina, it seemed to him, threw 
down like a hot potatoe when he had examined it, 
This is the languague: 

“All duties upon imports shall be collected in 
ready money; and all credits now allowed by law 
in the payment of duties, shall be, and are hereby, 
abolished, and such duties shail be laid for the pur. 
pose of raising such revenue as may be necessary to an 
economical administration of the Government.” 

Mr. Cray laid great stress upon the pa’sige 
marked in italics, and insisted that it was a posi- 
live stipulation to resign tbe lands as revenue, and 
raise it allfrom customs. He did not carea fig 
what was the understanding; there was the law, 
and he held them to the bond. 

Mr. CALHOUN said it was really surprising 
that the Senator would putthe cons ruction which 
he his on the portion of the compromise act to 
which he referred. Tnere was nothing in the 
wording of the act to justify it, nor was it possible 
to believe, if it was intended by the compromise to 
surrender the public lands, that it would have been 
covered upin such vague and indefinite expressions, 
He must say that the construction which the Sena- 
tor hes endeavored to give the act, would better be- 
come a pettifoging lawyer in a ten collar case, before 
a justice of the peace, than agraveand diguified 
Sena'or on so important an cccasion, 

As to home valuation, the Serator places a very 
different construction on it now from what we un- 
derstood at the time. He understood it then to be 
an estimate of the value of the goods at the port 
where they were entered, and in that sense, he re- 
garded it as palpaby uncons itational, and so de- 
clared it at the time, giving notice, at the same 
time, that if he should be a member of the body at 
the time it came to be acted on, he should feel 
bound to resist it with all his power. He said 
unconstitutional, as it is obvious the estimated va- 
lue must be different in different ports; higher, for 
instance, in New Orleans than in New York, and 
that thesame article would pay different duties 
in different ports, directly contrary to the Con- 
stitution. He presumed, from the course of the 
Senator, that such now is his opinion, and that he 
has abandoned his scheme of estimating the price 
o/ goods at the ports of entry. His prevent scheme, 
although it may evoid the constitutional diflicuity, is 
suiject, in addition to what he has said, to another 
and a serious one. It would subject heavy goods 
of a smail value to a greatly increased duty, com- 
pared with light goods of a high value, as it is ob- 
vious, 

There was another objection to home valuation, 
thus understood: it would subject bulky goods of 
small value to much higher duty, compara- 
lively, than light goods of small vaiue, as the 
freights and charges would be much higher on 
the former than on the latter. That is, it would 
increase the duties on articles for the most part 
consumed by the middling and poorer classes, 
while it would diminish them en those consumed 
by the more wealthy. 

Mr. KING of Alabama said that he would not 
have risen in the debate, but for statemen's made 
by the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Cray] in rela- 
tion to the understanding whica he said prevailed 
at the time of the compromis:, that the land was 
to be surrendered as a source of revenue. He 
said thet he t ok a deep interest in the mea- 
sure cf compromise throughout its progress, and 
had frequent and free conversations with the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana, (now no more,) who took a 
very active part in the compromise; and never from 
him, or any other who participated in the transac- 
von, did he hear a whisper of this surrender of the 
public Jands as forming part of the considerations 
entering into it. 

Mr. RiVES of Va. said he was a member of 
the committee with which the compromise origina- 
ted; and never, in the discussions of that commit- 
tee, or out of it, did he hear the suggestion that the 
abandonment of the public lands'as a source of 
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supply to the Treasury, was understood to have 
any share in settling the terms of compromise. He 
certainly bad not entertained any such views, much 
jess entered into any obligations in regard to the 
disposal of public lands revenue. He believ- 
ed he hod then, and always when the questicn 
came up, voted against the distribation bill. He 
should continue to do so unless it was made per- 
fectly clear to his ming that the duties under the 
compromise bill would meet all the public exigen- 
cies, and leave nothing to apprehend as to the es- 
tablishment of a permanent public debt. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama said he was a member 
of the other branch of Congress when the compro- 
mise bill was under discussion, and no member of 
that body uttered an intimation to countenance the 
ground now boldly assumed by the Senator from 
Kentucky. He said the land distribution had been 
the topic of discussion at every Congress since the 
compromise was passed; and it was amazing that 
some of the friends of the measure bad not men- 
tioned this agreement, now set up as part of the 
compromise, in support of the distribution scheme, 
from that hour until it was brought forward at the 
present moment. The c »mpromiseact, every body 
knows, was insisted upon on one side. How 
comes it that the otherside, now claiming to dis- 
tribute the land revenues in virtue of it, had never 
brought up the faith plighted in the tariff arrange- 
ment, to enforce their demands? He considered 
the suggestion of it now, for the first time, to be 
an after thought. 

Mr. WRIGHT stated, as he was a member of 
the Senate when the compromise was adjusted, he 
felt it his duty to state his impressions in regard to 
the pont now made by the Scnator from Kentucky. 
He knew that the land distribution bill was pending 
while the compromise act wes under considvration, 
but he never heard the idea suggested shat the one 
depended upon the other, or that there was ‘he leas' 
expeciation tuat the distribution of the lands would 
be the consequence of the compromise. On the 
contrary, be was one of those who confidently ex- 
pected that the land distribution bill would be de- 
feated, as 1t was defeated. No one had looked upon 
the defeat of the distribution bil', as any breach of 
the understanding under which the compromise act 
passed. 

Mr. W. did not think the language of the com- 
promise act quoted by the Senator from Kentucky, 
would bear the interpretation he had given to it. 
He looked upon the words providing that “such 
duties should be laid for the purpose of the raising of 
such revenue as may be necessary to an economical ad- 
ministration ef the Government,” as merely an addi- 
ional restriction to the per centage directed in the 
law—and meaning nothing more than that if “an 
economical Admiuistration” did not require the 
whole amount possible usder the act to be le- 
vizd, only such amount of duties should be laid 
as should “be necessary for an economical Adminis- 
tra'ion.” 

Mr. WOODBURY said the report which he had 
the honor to submit to the Senate last winter, upon 
the revision of the tariff, had been referred to in 
this debate with kindness, for which he felt grate- 
ful. But one circumstance, connected with its 
construction of the compromise act, was very ma- 
terial in respect to the revenue to be derived from 
the pubdlic lands, and yet had not been ad verted to. 
He rose to explain that and one other point, but 
not now to enter into the general merits if either 
the present motion or the bili at large. The whole 
calculations and views under that act were founded 
in his reporton the hypothesis that the proceeds of 
those lands were not to be given away. The ex- 
pectation was, that only so much would be re- 
quired from customs, as after applying the income 
from lands and any miscellaneous resources, 
would be found necessary, in addition to them, for 
discharging ali the expenditures of an economical 
administration of public affairs. 

Tous it was computed that only ten or eleven 
millions would accrue under the impor's of 1838, 
which were selecied instead of 1839, as these Jast 
were unusually high; and instead of 1837, which 
were unusually low. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury, by ano- 
ther modeor computation, has arrived to a similar 


resul!, that the tariff, a‘ter the reductions of next 
year, won'd yie'd only ten or ele ven millions, with- 
out re'erence to any new laws or new mode of 
valuation, which, as hereafter shown, would have 
considerable influence, though not s» muc’ if the 
tariff was changed, as the Senator from Kentucky 
had intimated: certainly not so much, if the tariff 
was raistd on most articles as high as 20 percent. 
as is proposed by the new bill on that subject. 

But now passing that by, add to the eleven mil- 
lions three or three and a hali for lands—making 
fourteen or fourteen and a half millions; and it was 
then supposed, that unless the expenditures we e 
reduced, quite five millions more reven e might be 
needed to cover an expenditure of eighteen to 
twenty millions. 

Yet all could see that five millions more with- 
out the lands would not pay an expenditure of 
either cizhteea or twenty millions, but only six- 
teen millions. This showed conclusively, that 
the Treasury Department never construed the 
compromise act as intending after this year to 
supply all our revenue from customs. 

The gentlemen opposite bad held out promises of 
reducing the aggregate expenditures down even to 
tinteen millions, and some to fifieen. Yet Mr. 
W. had computed ‘that they were not likely, 
under the past Administration, to fall much if 
any below eighteen millions. 

Bat should the present Administration redeem 
the promises and pledges of reduction, so as to 
come down to fifteen million:, which Mr. W. 
would rejoice to witness, then indeed the lands 
would hardly be needed. But nottillthen. And 
when this Administration fulfilled such flattering 
promises and pledges, as we'l as several others 
still unperformed, they would deserve the cortinu- 
ance of pubhe confidence much more than he ap. 
prehended they now did. The on'y cther point 
he should advert to was the necessity of kecping 
these lands til oar debts were paid, as proposed 
by the motion before us. Why, sir, what do we 
see in that respec'? An expenditure swollen in 
this very year to twenty-seven or twenty-eight 
millions for the current service on'y. We 
contemplated only twenty. An expenditure also 
for the next year, computed by the chairman 
of the Committe of ways and Means in the other 
House, the exponent of the Treasury Department, 
at quile an equal extraordinary amount of twenty- 
seven to twenty-eight millions. Other speakers 
in the other House agreed to the chairman's 
amount; and some to twen'y-five miilions. In- 
stead of retrenching to eighteen millions as we con- 
templated by 1842, or to fifieen and thirteen as 
our opponcnis promised, they seem by estimates 
to augment them to the appalling aggregate of 
near twenty-eight millions. 

Whatare they in fact likeiy to be? Tne gentleman 
from Kentucky thinks that amount too is too high. 
But are there not other fortification bils in pro- 
gress, so as to expend still more on their account in 
1842? Are there not new propositions for new 
and additional steam batteries? Are there not mea- 
sures in trainto place on th* general Treasury 
large charges for the Post Office? Is there nota 
new system in progress of civil pensions? And 
another of quarte:iog on the general Treasury, for 
the first time, next year as well as this, many of 
the naval pensions? 

Are there not, in fine, wars and rwmors of wars 
in perspective, that are likely to lead to even still 
larger expenditures in 1842 than in 1841?—and 
for which wise preparation during peace—pro- 
vided real danger exist, however caused—we can 
derive hereafter no aid from the public lands if 
this bill passes. 

Looking then to real acis—to every thing pase- 
ing around and amidst us—to what has actually 
bappened at this extraordinary session, and what 
else is daily impending, the Senator cannot very 
safely calculate that real performance next year 
will come much nearer actual pledges than it has 
in 1841. Acts, not words,must be the test, and 
the guide. By those weseem liksly to be forced 
both to violate the compromise and run largely io 
debt. Why should we nvt then support the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Alabama, 
and atleast pay all the debts autherized at this 





session, before giving away a large portion of our 
permanentrevenves? Let us act for oibers as we 
would for ourselves. L«t us exercise on public 
matters a little of the plain common sense pra- 
dent people would exercise in their private affairs, 
And when already in deb'—as authorized by the 
loan bill, twelve millions, aad ten to fifieen as au- 
thoiized by the Bank bil!—let us not be prodigal 
of our resources ti!l the debts incurred aud incar- 
ling are discharged. 

We are increasing our expenditures instead of 
retrenchment. We are lookiog toa higher tariff 
as wellas a largerdebt in peace for relief. Why 
then evince the rashness, the exceeding folly, to 
give away our available means til we see to a 
certainty what, if any thing, can be spared? Wait, 
sir, till another year, when estimates and conjectures 
will cease on this que.tion; and when, by recorded 
facts, we shall be able to dccide judiciously 
whether all our existing meaus will not be needed 
for our Own purposes. 

Indeed, sir, we shail prove very fortunate, after 
giving away the lands, and running in debt this 
year near twenty-eight millions, and raising the 
tanff near nine millions, as a'ready proposed, if we 
can s'op there. No, sir, we are likely still to find 
a deficiency of quite seven to eight millions more 
to be made up by an open, naked, and undisguised 
violation of the comp:omise of 1833. Some of the 
friends of the Administration have admitied in the 
other Howse that it must be violated if the lands 
are given away. Such is the express acknowledge- 
ment in a speech published yesterday. 

If the current expenses are to be swollen to near 
$28,000,000, as before explained, we must add to 
them next year the intereston the twelve million 
loan, equal at least to $600,000. The interest on the 


Bank deb: must also be paid, as no dividends will 
probably be received to meet it the first year. That 
must be on sixteen and two-thirds qullions, at 5 


per cent. $533,333 more. These constitute a 
charge on the Treasury equal to about twenty-nine 
andahalf millions. The twelve million debt ts 
also to be paid off in three or four years by its 
terms, and in a time of peace should be extinguish- 
ed at the rate yearly of at least three millions, so as 
not to fall all on one or two years, and thus lead to 
another loan. 

The agetegate expenditure would then be near 
thirty-two and a half millions. How is this to be 
met? Suppose the lands are given away 
and nothing received except from duties 
in 1841, and the amcunt compuied by the 
Secretary cf the Treasury and the chairman of the 
Commitiee of Ways and Means in the House of 
Representatives is only $20,000,000. Yes, sir, 
$20,000,000 to pay $32,000 000. 

Bur, for the next year, I concede that there will 
probably be increased receipts between January 
and Jaly—when the last reduction happens—equal 
to near (wo and a half millions more, provided the 
present tariff, where above 20 per cent. continues 
unaltered, and a new one is pass d, raising articles 
free, and under 20 per cent. to take effect by the 
ist of January next. Some doubi the correctness 
of doing this so soon uncer the compromie. Bat 
if it succeeds, the nett duties on the estimated one 
hundred and twenty-five millions of dutiable im- 
ports would be near twenty-two and a half mil- 
liens. There isto be no addition to this for in- 
creased dutiable imports above the one hundred 
and twenty-five millions, provided the cu'ies are 
raised so high. On the contrary, reduced imports 
are more probable. Nor is any addition to be made, 
as intimated by the chairman opposie, on account 
of drawbacks corrected, and judicial decisions 
amended, which have exempted articles that ought 
to be taxed. Because all that is effected by raising 
the duties to 20 per cent. generally, and by the di- 
minished estimate for drawbacks. 

The only other addition must be on account of 
the home valuation. But this does not take effect 
at all till the middie of next year; and then if 20 
per cent. be adopted, as recommended by the 
Compiroller last winter—if covering also the 
charges of importation—it would no! probably 
exceed 15 per cent. on what is the value, as com- 
puted now. 

This, for half the year, on the ad valorem arti- 
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cles only, would not exceed, probably, a million of 
dollars; and not two millions, if it should apply 
to the articles also which pay a specific duty. 

This would make an aggregate of twenty-ihree 
or twenty-four and a half millions, and still leave 
a deficit of eight to nine millions. 

The next year after, or in 1843, the duties would 
be two and a half millions less—between January 
and July—and be increased more by the home va- 
luation, from one to two millions; making, how- 
ever, an aggregate less than in 1842. 

Some might compute the addition by the home 
valuation larger, if they took the whole 20 percent. 
addition, without deducting the charges «f impor- 
tation, which are now added. 

It is to be remembered that the foreign valuation 
is higher than it would be when the invoice was 
almost the only test. 

As the Senator from South Carolina has re- 
marked, 20 per cent. was, in 1828, as in 1790, re- 
quired to be added on goods beyond the Cape of 
Good Hope, and ten per cent. on those this side. 
This had the effect to raise the foreign value con- 
siderably on all articles not free and not paying a 
specific duty. But it of course had no effect on the 
value of the free articles, or cn those paying a spe- 
cific duty, which constituted, together, three-fourths 
of the whole. 

[In a subsequent part of the debate to-day, Mr. 
W. stated, in order to avoid error, a friend had 
suggested that a different rule still for ascertaining 
the foreign value was now in force. That a re- 
peai of the additional per centage, in all cases,was 
made after four or five years experience—and an 
inquiry was ordered to be made by the appraisers 
on evidence, &c. to ascertain the true value abroad, 
independent of the invoice, and take es a guide 
the true value, whatever per cent. it might be 
above the invoice.] 

Congress had not provided how the home valua- 
tion should be setiled. But whether in fixing the 
home valuation we should adopt a general average 
rule of 20,15, 10, or some other per cent. above 
the actual foreign value, however much above the 
invoice, or require the home value in each kind of 
goods, and at each port to be tested, by evidence 
before tbe appraisers, might be questionable, and 
was yet to be determined. What would be the 
exact increase of duties collected in consequence 
of the new system of valuation, it would be diffi: 
cult to determine, with much accuracy, till the 
rule for it was prescribed, the whole quantity of 
dutiable imports seen, and the practice became set- 
led under the great change in our system. 

But give away the public lands, and allow your 
expenses for the current service to go, in 184%, as 
high as they are pushed in 1841—as high as the 
official organs and several of their friends seem to 
compuie them, and as high as circumstances indi- 
cate they are like to range; and a deficit of at 
least eight millions seis to be highly probable. 
I shall be happy to find it made less by the Senator 
trom Kentucky. Now, to raise this sum by the 
tariff, and io pay the expense of collection, &. 
attendant, the proposed increase of the tariff to 
twenty per cent. is manifesily inadequate. It must 
go still bigber, and must reach near thirty per 
cent. on the necessaries, as well as juxuries of 
iife, and the compromise thus be deliberately and 
materially violated. 

Not only this oppression, sir, would then be in- 
flicted on the poorer and middling classes, of tax- 
ing their tea and coffee, now free, and of raising, 
besides, their iron, sugar, molasses, and sali to 


quite thirty per cent. cr halfas high again as the | 
compromise; but you would open again the cica- | 


irized and dangerous wounds healed over so fortu- | 


naiely by that compromise You mast see again 
a whole region of counry agitated with a deep 
sense of injustice and wanton inequality—another 
fraternal warfare excited, and the convulsions of 
1832 and 1833, so alarming then, so much to be 
deprecated always—wiinessed again in the heart 
of the Union. 

Gentlemen may ask, how is it to be avoided? I 
answer, first, by avoiding this prodiga! donation, in 
this crisis, of the proceeds of the lands, which you 
yourselves so imperatively need. By avoiding 
next, sir, that fatal increase of debt and expend ture 





in peace, which furnishes the apology for this vast 
augmentation of the tariff. 

Under the past Administration, then denounced 
by its opponents as expending too mach, only 
twenty-five millions were spent in 1839—only 
twenty-three in 1840—only twenty were intended 
in 1841—and only eighteen in 1842. Keep down 
the sum to that standard—if not going down to 
the fifteen and thirteen millions you yourselves pro- 
mised. Keep down only to our reduced standard 
—as the expense of Indian wars lessen—as pen- 
sioners died—as public buildings were completed— 
and we were enabled to, and did, lessen rapidly the 
eggregate expenditure. Keep down to only our 
miscalled extravagance, and you need not tax atall 
the tea and coffee, which solace and render more 
temperate all classes in scciety, and you may also 
reduce the tariff one half, which is now paid on salt 
and molasses, the great necessaries every where of 
the great masses. You would thus do something 
effective to relieve the real workiog people, for 
whom so little legislation is generally attempted. 
You would cerry joy into the most distant farm- 
house in the Unien, and to the humblest fireside. 
This can be accomplished—if not lavishly giving 
away the public lands, it can be done, without, at 
the same time, raising higher the tariff on a single 
necessary of life. If raising wines alone to 20 per 
cent. which all concede to be luxuries, axd raising 
all silks to only 124 or 15 per cent. the whole ob- 
ject is effected. The change in the tariff 
would then look like old-fashioned times, and old- 
fashioned principles; the poorer and midiling 
classes, and the necessaries of life, paving less, and 
the rich and their luxuries paying more. Just let 
me give, in a few words, the details of such a 
plan. 

Thus, reduce our current expenses 

toonly . > ° - $18,000,000 
Add the interest on your new twelve 

million loan, but nothing on that 

fora Bank, till we see if it be not 
vetoed ; : 

Add, also, an instalment to help pay 
off that twelve mi!lion debt in sea- 

son ‘ : . 4 3,000,000 


$21,660,000 
3,500,000 


660,000 


Aggregate expense of all kinds, 

Receipts from lands, if sales are ad- 
vertised, as they should te 

From the tariff in 1842, under exist- 
ing laws, after the two last reduc- 
tions, rate yearly . . . 

Addition between Ist July and July, 
142, before the last reduction 

If the tariff be kep'l ow, imports will 
increase over the Secretary’s esti- 
mate 20 per cent. yielding in duties 
at least ‘ : 

A declaratory law, correcting draw- 
backs and errors in judicial deci- 
sions, would yield ‘ . 

Home valuation yield for half the 
year, at fifteen per cent. 


11,000,000 
2,500,000 


1,500,000 


2,000,000 
800,000 
$21,300,000 


This would leave a deficit of only $360,000. 
That could be made up by raising the duty on 
wines to 20 per cent. and on silks to 124 or 15, so 
as not only to discharge the deficit but yield 
more than the amount of the reduction of the duty 
on both salt and mol:sses which I desire to be as 
low as only 10 per cent. if they cannot be free. 
It would also leave tea and coffee as left by the 
last Administration, entirely free from any duty 
whatever. 

This is my plan—and to aid in accomplishing it, 
I should not hesitate to adopt the motion now be- 
fore us, and not part with the lands at least till 
our debts are all honestly and promptly paid. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and decided in the negative as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Calhoun, Clay 
of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, Mc- 
Roberts, Mouton, Nicholson, Pieree, Sevier, Smith 
of Connecticut, Tappan, Walker, Williams, Wood- 
bury and Wright—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bay- 





ard, Berrien, Choate, Clay of Kentucky, Dixon, 
Evans, Graham, Henderson, Huntington, Ker, 
Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Prep. 
tiss, Preston, Rives, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, 
Tallmadge, White, and Woodoridge—27. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama then moved to amend 
the bill by inserting in the 2d section, line 10,after the 
word “States,” the words “and such sums as ma 
be paid to any Indian tribe for the purchase of any 
portion of the public lands.” 

On this amendment the question was taken with. 
out debate, and decided in the negative as fol. 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Cai. 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, 
Linn, McRoberts, Mouton, Nicholson, Pierce, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Tappan, Walker, 
Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—2]. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bay- 
ard, Berrien, Choate, Clay of Kentucky, Clay- 
ton, Dixon, Evans, Graham, Huntington, Ker, 
Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Rives, Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, 
White and Woodridge—26. 

Mr. McROBERTS moved to amend section ten 
by striking out the words ‘‘and which has been, or 
shall have been, surveyed prior thereto.” 

Mr. McRosears, in support of his amendment, 
proceeded to say that the section of the bill under 
consideration was the one containing the pre-emp- 
tion clause. It provided that every person, being 
the head of a family, or widow, or single man over 
twenty-one years of age, &c. who has made, or 
shall hereafter make, a settlement on the public 
lands to which the Indian title has been extin- 
guished, and which has been, or shall have been, sur- 
veyed prior therete, &c. shali be entitled to a pre- 
emption. I have been thus particular in stating 
the substance of the section, that the object of my 
amendment may be the more readily understood. 
That the Indian title should be extinguished be- 
fore settlements should be allowed, so as to autho- 
rize pre-emptions, is right and proper. The law 
has never been otherwise. But, sir, continued Mr. 
McR. is it right and proper to exclude persons 
from, the right of pre-emption, who settle upon the 
lands before the surveys are made? To retain this 
provision in the bill, would defeat the great and 
paramount object of Government in granting pre- 
emptions. It would exclude the pioneers who 
first cultivate the wilderness, and therefore have 
the strongest claims. I have therefore moved to 
strike it out, so that the actual settler, whether he 
should build his house, and plough his field, and 
plant his corn, either before or after the land was 
surveyed, would still be entitled to a pre-emption. 
But the injustice of the provision as it now stands 
in the bill, will be at once perceived, when the 
fact is recollected by the Senate, that this Govern- 
ment has never been able to carry on its surveys 
so as to keep pace with the population. This 
branch of the public service has always been in 
arrear of the public wants. The inability of the 
Government to hasten the surveys, ought not to be 
taken advantage of, and from that cause refuse 
pre-emptions to actual settlers upon the land. But, 
sir, was such a provision ever inserted in any pre- 
vious pre-emption law? No,sir,no This is the 
first instance, and I hope it may be the last. 

Asa Senator from on? of the mew Siates con- 
taining the public lands, let me tell you, sir, the 
consequences of this feature in the bill. There are 
hundreds, and possibly thousands, of citizens of 
Illinois, now residing upon public lands in that 
State, which have not to this day been surveyed— 
lands upon which the Jacob staff was never erected. 
Men, and women, and their little children, have 
homes in that great State, beyond the limits of the 
public surveys. Sir, we have had counties orga- 
nized—counties thickly populated, too, upon the 
public domain. And, sir, let me say further, that 
no population upor this earth, is more jast, more 
upright, or more hospitable, taan that population. 
Honor, integrity, and chivalry, are their birth- 
right. The whole of the denunciations of the set- 
tlers on public lands, so far as Illinois is concerned, 
are only evidence of the ignorance of men who 
make them. , 

Sir, it has been said that to allow pre-emptions in 
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dvance of the surveys, might interfere wiih the 
16th section reserved for schools. This is a mis- 
take, because section sixteen is expressliv reserved 
to each township by the ordinance of 1787, and it 
is also from abundant caution, because it was un- 
necessary, again reserved in this bill. 

Why, sir, a large portion of the great valley of 
the Mississippi has beer settled and improved be- 
fore the surveys were made. I hope that a pro- 
vision, so manifestly unjust, may be stricken from 
this bill. Not only this feature in the bill, but 
other parts of section tea, show that it was con- 
ceived and written in a spirit hostile to the growth 
and prosperity of the West. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana said it was a practical 
question whether settlers should be permitted to go 
on the public lands before they were surveyed. 
The House of Representatives had come to the 
conclusion in advance that they should not. He 
had always voted in favor of pre-emption Jaws and 
pre-emption claims; and was still in favor of them. 
He thought, however, there oughtto be some limit. 
The sixteenth section was reserved by compact for 
the use of schools; but if it were declared in advance 
that lands may be settled on before they were sur- 
veyed, the settler could know nothing of the six- 
teenth section, and his title might conflict with the 
reservation, and they would have to grant hima 
float or deprive him of the benefits of his improve- 
ments, which he (Mr. 8S.) was not disposed to do. 
There was no danger of that time ever coming 
when lands sufficient could not be surveyed. He 
was in favor of pre-emption rights, but he did not 
think they ought to ge in advance of the public 
surveys. 

Mr. LINN said the whole body of Missouri had 
been settled by a hardy and enterprising band long 
before the lands were thought of being surveyed. 
It had always been so, and always would be so; 
and if, after these people hac seitled on the public 
lands, and made their improvements, any altempt 
was made to put these lands up at auction because 
they had not been surveyed, it would compel these 
people to combine and drive off intruders with their 
rifles. 

Mr. YOUNG insisted it was the first time that 
any such principle had ever been engrafied on a 
pre-emption bill. If pre-emption rights were not 
to be granted until after surveys were made, there 
might be excepted four organized coynties in the 
State of Illinois, where there Were a thousand vo- 
ters. Inthe same section, tco, he found a clause 
excluding aliens from the right of pre-emption— 
an invidious distinction, which had never before 
been made. 

The debate was farther continued by Messrs. 
SMITH of Indiana, PORTER, and YOUNG, 
when 

Mr. HUNTINGTON argued against the amend- 
ment. He said the Senator from Illinois seemed 
to view the subject as though the rights of no other 
parties were to be considered but those of the sel- 
tlers. He thought enough was done when the set- 
ler was secured in his pre-emption right, after the 
land had been surveyed. To strike out the clause, 
which the Senator had moved to do, would be at 
all times to invite intruders on the choicest spots 
of the public lands in advance of the surveys. 

Mr. WOOD3RIDGE thought the whole West 
ought to stand by the pre-emption principle, and 
that the public surveys should be finished with as 
much rapidity as possible. On the whole, how- 
ever, he thought evils might grow out of the amend- 
ment, 

The question was tven taken on the adoption of 
this amendment, and decided in the negative, as 
fo'lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Clay 
of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Lian, Mc- 
Roberts, Mouton, Nicholson, Pierce, Porter, 
Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tap- 
pan, Walker, White, Williams, Woodbury, 
Wright, and Young—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Beriien, 
Choate, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Dixon, Evans, 
Graham, Henderson, Huantingion, Kerr, Merrick, 
Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Prentiss, Preston, Rives, 
Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Southard, and Wood- 


bridge—24. 
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Mr. YOUNG then moved to sirike out that 
clause which related to the exclusion of aliens. 

_ Mr. SMITH of Indiana explained that the bill 
simply required the alien to have filed his declara- 
tion of intention to become a citizen, as required 
by the naturalization laws, togive him all the rights 
under the bill. 

When the question was taken on the amendment, 
and decided in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, 
Linn, McRobers, Mouton, Pieree, Smithof Con- 
necticut, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan, Walker, 
White, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young 
ae), 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Ber- 
rien, Choate, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Dixon, 
Evans, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Huntington, 
Ker, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phips, Porter, 
Prentiss, Preston, Rives, Simmons, Smith of In- 
diana, Southard and Woodbridge—25, 

Mr NICHOLSON then moved to exclude the 
proceeds of the sales of the vacant and unappre- 
priated lands in the State of Tennessee, relinqui-h- 
ed to that State on certain conditions. 

After some remarks from Messrs. CLAY, 
WHITE, and NICHOLSON, the question was 
taken, and the amendment was decided in the nega- 
tive, as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan. Cal; 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, 
Linn, McRoberts, Mouton, Nicholson, Pierce, 
Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, 
— Woodbridge, Woodbury, and Young— 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bay ard, 
Berrien, Choate, Clay of Kentuckv, Clayton, Dix- 
on, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Huntington, Ker, 
Merrick, Muiler, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Rives, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, 
Southard, Tallmadge, and Whi'e—27. 

Mr. GRAHAM then moved to amend the bill so 
as to place among the deductions from the nett 
proeeeds to be distributed “any sums apparently 
due to the United States as balances of debts grow- 
ing out of the transactions of the Revolutionary 
war.” 

This proposition was debated at some length by 
Messrs. GRAHAM, CALHOUN, CLAY, TAP- 
HAN, TALLMADGE, and others, and the ques- 
tion being taken, it was decided in the affirmative, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard. Ber- 
rien, Choate, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Dixon, 
Evans, Graham, Henderson, Huniingion, Ker, 
Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Rives, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, 
Southard, Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge 
—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Barrow, Benton, Cal- 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Fulton, King, Linn. Me- 
Roberts, Mouton, Nicholson, Pierce, Sevier, Smith 


‘of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wil- 


liams, and Woodbury—19. 

Mr. YOUNG then moved to add to the bill addi- 
tional sections, embracing the gradnation princi- 
ple, and the right of the States to tax the public 
lands when sold, instead of allowing tnem to be 
exempt for five years, as they are under the present 
compact. 

This was debated at some length by Messrs. 
WHITE, YOUNG, BENTON, and others. A 
motion was then made to adjourn, but failed—ayes 
18, noes 19. 

The debate was further continued, asd then the 

enate adjourned without taking any question. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tugspay, August 10, 1841. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. WISE rose, and requested the House to permit him to 
record his vote in favor of the bill which passed this House 
yesterday, providing for the repeal of the bill commonly known 
as the Sub-Treasury law. 

Objections being made, the vote was not recorded. 

BANKRUPT LAW. 

Mr. BARNARD moved that the House resolve ijself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, with a 
view, he said, to resume the consideration of the bankrupt 
law. 

Mr. WISE asked Mr. Barnarp to waive that motion, to 
enable him to report, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
the Senate bill providing for the paymeat of Navy pension- 














ers, (which had been returned from the Senate with amend. 
ments.) 

Mr. BARNARD asked if the gentleman from Virginia {Mr 
W1sE) was going to press the consideration of the bill at this 
time? 

Mr. WISE was understood to say that there were some 
amendments which he desired to be acted upon, but which he 
presumed could not occupy any length of time. 

Mr. BARNARD declined to waive his motion. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT inquired of the Speaker if it was in order 
to move so to amend the motion of his colleague (Mr. Barnarp] 
as that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bankrapt 
law, with a view Co its befng acted on in the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to move that or any other 
amendment to the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. BARNARD. ] 

The motion of Mr. BARNARD, by ayes 77, noes 57, was then 
agreed to. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Tinuincuast of Rhode Istand in 
the chair.) 

Mr. BARNARD moved that the committee proceed to the 
consideration of the Bankrupt law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD moved that the committee take up the 
District Bank bill 

The CHAIRMAN said that when the committee last rose, 
they were upon the consideration of the Bankrupt bill. A mo- 
tion had been made by a gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr 
Briaos}) to lay the bill aside; and that was the pending motion. 

Mr. BRIGGS withdrew the motion to lay the bill aside. 

The committee then resumed the consideration of the bill 
from the Senate to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States, 

The bill, having heretotore been read through, was nowftaken 
up by sections 

And the first section having been read,’ and the question being 
on agreeing thereto, 

Mr BARNARD (chairman of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary) opened the debate in aspeech in which he gave a concise 
sketch of the history of the present bill. He expiained its pro- 
visions, and commented on the nature of the obsiacies hitherto 
presented to its passage, and concluded with an impressive de- 
scription of the embarrassment and distrees prevailing through- 
out the country amongst that unfortunate class whom this bill 
could alone relieve. 

Mr. NISBET spoke in favor of the bill. 

Mr. GORDON of New York said, that there could be no 
doubt that Congress possessed the power to pases a bankrupt 
law, but at did not follow because it had, that therefore itshould 
exercise it. Congressin 1500 did pasa an act, which was to 
expire by its own limitation in five years; but was re- 
pealed in 1803; and from that day to this nume- 
rous efforts had been made to pass another bankrupt law, but 
they hadall failed. And why, he would ask, had they fatied? 
lt was because the people had given their Representatives in 
Congress to und rstand that such a measure would be injuds- 
civus and! unwise. Now, what evidence was there thatthe people 
were, at this Ume, in favor of the passage of a bankrupt law? 
The chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary had made 
a very able report on the subject, and also a most excellent 
speech, but still he had failed to convince him Mr, G. that the 
opinions which he had formed were erroneous, It appeared 
from what the gentleman had said that there were 500,000 
bankrupts inthe United States; but that 45,000 only had really 
petitioned for the enactment for a bankrupt bill. He, Mr.G 
should think that thia fact alone went to prove that the people 
at large had not asked jorit. He conceived this to be the beat 
evidence that could be adduced to show that the law was not 
desired by the people So much for the popularity of this sub- 
ject. Mr. G. wentinto a brief examination of the constitution. 
al questions bearing upon this subject, and then proceeded to 
argue, from some of the provisions of this bill, that it was nut 
unsform in its character, and that it would work unequally both 
as regarded individuals as well as States. He complained that 
there had been incorporated in the same bill a bankrupt sya- 
tem and an insolvent system, and he asked what power €on- 
gress had to pass an insolvent law? Whilst he admitted ite 
power to pass a bankrupt act, he denied it hada right to enact 
an insolvent law. 

Ile entered into an explanation of the meaning and distinction 
of the terms “bankrupt” and “insolvent,” as understood in Eng- 
land, and contended that these terms were contounded jn this 
bill, when there was a broad and palpable distincuon between 
the two classes of debtors. He argued that this was a propo- 
sition to violate the obligation of contracts, and interfere with 
the insolvent laws of the several States. He admitted that Con- 
gress possessed the power to pass a bankrupt law, but that law 
must be prospective, and not retro-active, and it must operate 
upon all debtors alike. He contended that under this biil the 
banks and other corporations, such as the Bank of the United 
States of Pennsylvania, included in its provisions, as other- 
wise they would go to favor, in very many cases, a set of 
swindlers and rascals, atthe expense of the community gene- 
rally. He thought that speculators and others, of loose mora! 
priuciple, would take advantage of the law, and sacrifice the 
inneceat, the honest, and the upright, to carry out their ewn 
selfish and dishonest purposes. He next showed that the ope- 
ration of this bill would be highly injurious and oppressive to 
the creditors in the several States, who, in order to substantiate 
their claims against an individual residing in another, and, per- 
haps, distant State, might be compelled to travel some thoa- 
sands of miles to do it. The operation of the act then, in vast 
many instances, would be, that the debtor would get off, in con- 
sequence of the creditor being reduced to the-necessity of tra- 
veiling thus far, to the great neglect of his business and other 
demands upon his time and attention at home. He concluded 
with saying that he hoped some more able members than him- 
self, who had studied the subject more than he had done, would 
sustain the motion to to strikeou the enacting clause of the 
bill. . 

Mr. ROOSEVELT referred to the various speches which 
had been made on on both sides of the question, and to the nu- 
merous petitioners whose memorials hadcome up to Congress 
both for and against the bill. Among those in favor of it he had 
had the honor of presenting some from his own city, and among 
the signers would be found not merely those who had been ra- 
ther lightly spoken of as speculators and bankrupts, but men 
of substance, men of large means, who were far above the 
suspicion of having any personal interest in the paseage of the 
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he presumed, would suspect of any intention of taking the 
benefit of the act, but whose chief trouble might be supposed 
to arise from his liaving more property than he knew what to 
do with. He also referred to a highly respectable German 
firm, whose name escaped the Reporter’s ear, whom he com- 
plimented on their steady habita, straight-forward integrity, 
and fidelity to all their contracts. The reason why such 
persons put their names to a memorial for a bankrupt law 
might be presumed co be, that alarge body of their personal 
friends or connections had, fromthe misfortunes of the times, 
and under the universal delusion which spread like a sortof 
menial cholera in 1°35 and 1836, been prostrated in the general 
crash of the succeeding year. In the wide-spread ruin of 1837, 
good and bad, firm and infiem, prudent and imdrudent, had 
alike been swept away, as by a whirlwind; and, had the preced- 
ing delusion continued six monthslonger, there would have 
been, commercially speaking, scarce a sane man left inthe 
whole trading community. In behalfof the victims of this ge- 
neral business-madness, many men, whose fortune and credit re- 
mained beyond the reach ef doubt or danger, had now kindly 
interested themselves in amanner whichdid honor at once to 
their heads and hearts And although, among those who would 
share in the results of their interposition, there might be some 
not worthy of it, still their mercy would fall like that of hea- 
ven, which eften spared the ill-deserving, that the innocent 
mizht be shielded from their effects oftheir punishment. Another 
cause of the part euch persons took in memorials for a bank- 
rupt law elas ve an enlarged and enlightened regard to their 
own true interest. Mueh apprehension was felt by some of 
these very men thal they might lose many debts otherwise not 
desperate; but therr calculauion still was that they might pro- 
bably gain more by trade with the restored debtors than they 
would lose by discharging them from their previous obliga- 
tions. ht was a sound opinion; for experience showed, with 
regard to (he scraps and crumbs of a merchant who had made 
a bad failure, that the contingeat remainders of these lost es- 
tates were in the long run swallowed up (not improperly, but 
from unavoidable expenses) by the legal profession. 

There was another view of the subject. What was the 
result, or at Jeast the frequent effect, of keeping the rod of 
the Jaw suspended over the heads of men a had failed in 
business What did we see as we walked the streets?) Men 
of ardor, and industry, and enterprise, who were willing to 
work, but whose labor was liable to be swallowed up by their 
previous liabilities, could not consent to remain idle: and hence 
we saw in large letters on signs the names of “John Doe and 
Richard Roe,” and after them the word “agents” in very 
amall letters, scarcely legible across the street. What did 
thie mean? It was evidence to show the general fact that all 
sorts of subterfuges and contrivances would be resorted to by 
men were desirous of gaining the profits of future labor without 
the payment of past debts. This payment they had given up 
as hopeless: but they must live, and they thus covered them 
selves over from the reach of law. What was the moral influ- 
ence of such astate of things? It spread through the commu- 
nity a body of fraudulent men, whose example set fraud before 
the eyes of their children. Was not this agreat public evil? 
was it nota moral calamity which called for the remedial 
interposition of Congress?) Mr. R. wished to see this state of 
things obliterated from the land. Talk of slavery and abolition! 
What slavery was (0 compare with the bondage of the mind 
and the heart?) Men talked of physical chains and shackles, 
but these were nothing to the chains of the soul. A 
man might bein all the gloom of a dungeon, and yet have 
all the joy of freedom if his spirit was but free: and he 
might he a very siave in the open field if his migd 
was a slave to passion or to debt. It might be asked, 
in reply, whether this House had any power to regu- 
late the morals of the coramunity? To thishe would answer 
“Yes, it has.”? The founders of our admirable form of Govern- 
ment were far seeing and wise men; and understanding well the 
character oftheir countrymen, and anticipating the commer- 
cial and trading propensity which belonged to them, culcula- 
ted,asa matterof course, the multitudes of them would be- 
come involved in pecuniary difficulties, which must be inevi- 
table inthe ordinary course of events. This liability was not 
the result of any peculiarity in our character as a people; it 
was rather the result of our position. They looked at the 
shades as well as the lights which marked the landscape pre- 
presented in anticipation before them, and, seing it impossible 
for the States to grant effectual relief, they vested in Congress 
the power to pass a uniform bankrupt law. The privilege was 
granted in the broa ‘est and most unqualified language: the 
single limitation was that the law should be uniform in its ope- 
ration. Could it be said that a power like this was to be suf- 
fered to lie dormant and never be exercised? Some 
gentlemen held that it ought never to be used unless 
there was the most urgent and pressing necessity, but Mr. 
R. could not agree in this opinion. The power was not so 
much granted as a privilege, as it was confided to Congress 
as a trust; it was a trust which Government was bourid to 
fulfil. Had not their predecessors viewed it in this light? 
and had they not, in the close of the administration of the elder 
Adams, fulfilled the trust by passing such alawin 1800? True, 
it was at the following session repealed; but Mr. R- understood 
that party poliuics had had something to do with the repeal. The 
Jaw bad been passed under John Adams; it was repealed under 
Thomas Jefferson. 

Mr. R. admitted that that there were inherent difficulties in 
difficulties in the case. While every man of humanity must 
feel anxious that the honest but unfortunate debtor should be 
released fram the liabiltties he never could discharge, every 
just man’s mind as strongly repels the idea of releasing the 
debtor who was dighonest and fraudulent. 

Mr. R. here put the case of a man who had purchased real 
estate, paid part and given a mortgage for the remainder, but 
who being unable to pay, had suffered a foreclosure; the pro- 
perty had reverted to the original owner, and 50, and, in some 
eases, 75 per cent. of the whole purchase money was still hang- 
ing over his head, at the mercy of the creditor; it was a liqui- 
dated debi, on which execution could issue at any time. What 
debtor would be content to toil for years, ay, for a lifetime, to 
discharge sucha debt? Mr. R. wanted tosee this class of debtors 
emancipated; and he believed the coantry never could prosper 
till it waseffected. On the other hand,it was hard, where a 
man holding a lucrative oflice had borrowed money and spent 
it, and took the benefitof the act, retaining the office and its 
emoluments, to which, in reality, his creditor had looked for 
repayment. Such cases (and he mentioned several) ought, if 


cable, to be excepted from the relief. an ee 
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the bil’. It related to two classes of cases, voluntary bankrupts 
who applied for the benefit of the law on their own account, and 
involuntary, in relation to whom application was made by their 
creditors; and it referred to contracts not future, but already ex- 
isting. To the objection that in this respectyit violated the pro- 
visicn of the Constitution which forbade the States to pass any 
law impairing the obligation of contracts, Mr. R. replied that 
the words ef the Constitution made a marked difference in the 
prohibition imposed upon States and thatimposed upon the 
General Government. The latter was prohibited from “pass- 
ing any bill of attainder or ex post facto law.” There it stop- 
ped. Now an ez post facio law had been decided to mean only 
a criminal statute, and not alaw of acivil nature; and therefore 
the restriction did not prohibit Congress from passing a civil law 
ofa retrospective character, But when the Constitution spoke 
of S.ates, it added to the foregoing words the following: “nor 
any law impairing the validity ofcontracts.” The introduction 
ef this clause in the latter place proved, by a well known princi- 
ple of interpretation, that its omission in the other case was in- 
tentional and significant; and Mr. R_ contended it was not less 
wise and evincive of foresight in theframers. It was cenceded 
that States might pass bankrupt laws ofa prospective kind, 
until Congress should interfere by a general jaw; such alaw 
existed it, the State of New York; but if a State made the 
law retrospective, it was unconstitutional. But Congress 
could pass a general law which should be retrospective as 
well as prospective, giving a full discharge from existing ob- 
ligations, as well as looking to future liabilities. In confirma- 
tion of this view, Mr. R. insisted on the fact of the passage 
of the law of 1-00, at which time it was generally conceded 
that the law might be retrospective. That law had been sign- 
ed by the father of the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts, 
who would have been the last voluntarily to have interfered 
withthe obligation of contracts. It was said, indeed, that a 
man lending money under the Constitution was presumed to 
know its provisions, and made his contract subject to that risk; 
but it was pushing things rather far to make him, by intend. 
ment of law, cognizant of the possibility of a statute not yet in 
being. Mr. R. placed little reliance on this argument. He put 
the question on the broad ground that the Constitution did em- 
power Congress to pass a retrospective law, though not in cri 

minal cases, . 

At this time the whole country was covered with debt—with 
debt contracted under a totally diffeent state of things, when 
currency was worth not more than half its value; when bank 
notes were as plenty as the Jeaves in autumn; when a man had 
nothing to do but put an apron on, and he could catch his lap 
fullat any time. True, the contracts then made. if strictly « on- 
strued, bound the man to pay for every dollar in his bond a con- 
stitutional dollar; but to exact thisnow was in truth and reality 
to exact two dollars for one. Was not this a case demanding 
the interposition of Congress, if it had the power to grant relief? 
Surely the case had arisen which the Constitution contem- 
plated when the power was given. Let a bill on this subject 
pass, and there were no fears as to its fate at the other end of 
the Avenue, for the message at the opening ofthe session for- 
bade that idea. 

Mr. R. here addressed the House in a persuasive strain re- 
ferring to the action which the bill had received in the other 
branch, and dwelling on the necessity of laying aside pereonal 
predilections and prejudices, and conceding a litt e to effecta 
great and good object. He indulged in some pleasantry as to 
the strictness of the party drill, and the orderly submission to 
cauc. s resolves which had been manifested on questions of a 
strictly party character; buton this men of all parties might 
act together. 

Mr. R. concluded by statingand explaining some amendments 
which he proposed to offer, the last of which went to include 
banking corporations in the operation of the bill; but this he 
did not intend to consider as & sine qua non, though he should 
greatly prefer the bill with such addition. He made an ‘ap- 
peal, in closing, to the majority of the House, praying them so 
far ta concede to the minority as not to spring the previous 
question ujion them uatil opportunity had been given to offer 
the principal amendments and to record the yeas and nays 
upon them. 

Mr. MASON of Ohio next obtained the floor, and went into 
a very learned and argumentative speech in reply, more par- 
ticularly, to some of the positions previously taken by Mr. 
Gorpon, between whom and himself several explanations, re- 
plies, and rejoinders passed, chiefly having reference to law 
technicalities, which the Reporter does nt pretend to compre- 
hend. Mr. M. went largely into the constitutional question, as 


wellas into the expediency and necessity of the law, both of’ 


which he defended with great earnestness. 

Mr. FERRIS took the opposite side. and spoke with his ac- 
customed clearness and cogency of opposition to the bill, as 
going, in itshumane regard to the misfortunes of the debtor, 
to violate the Constitution by destroying the debts of the credi- 
tor, and depriving him of his just remedy against those who 
would defraud him of his due. Sound-minded and thiaking 
men would not be swayed by the impulses of passion and 
the strongest appeals of eloquence to do a great public wrong. 
They would not vitally stabthe Constitution of their country, 
which wasthe safeguard as wellof their own rightsas those of 
others. This Government had acharacter to preserve with the 
commercial and civilized world; and what would the nations 
of Europe think of us, who looked mainly to the honor and in- 
tegrity of the Government to protect their rights when they en- 
trusted their funds to our citizens and vested their property in 
our enterprises? What would they think of the introduction 
ofa perfectly novel principle into our legislation—a_principle 
unknown to any civilized nation upon the globe? What reli- 
ance wonld they place onthe liabilities of eur merchants, when 
their debts were liable to be irrevocably destroyed by a national 
law? 1f gentlemen were to draw on their imagination for cases 
of distress in debtors, why not wet it a little on the other 
side, and present some pictures of the hardships of an indulgent 
but defrauded creditor, and the frauds and injustice of debtors 
who rolled in ease and luxury, setting their creditors at de- 
fiance? He believed instances of hard and cruel and_iron- 
hearted creditors were more frequent in novels and play-books 
thanin real life. : 

Mr. F. (hen went into a constitutional argument, reading au- 
thorities to show what had been the received acceptation of 
the term “bankrupt” at the time the Constitution had been 
framed; and contended that no subsequent change in its mean- 
ing would warrant in interpretation Inconsistent with the 
known meaning of the words wheu they were inserted in the 
instrument. He admitted that the British law from which this 
meaning had been derived was a narrow law, and he might 
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wish it had been more liberal; but this conferred no power 
on Congress to change the meaning of the terms of that or. 
ganic law by which Congress itself, as well as the nation, were 
bound. This was nota questiun of implied, but of granteq 
powers. The resort must be to the letter of the Consutation 
A bankrupt law had been intended as a shied to creditors 
against the frauds and injustice of dishonest debtors; but this 
bill converted the shield into a sword to be put into the hands 
of the debtor. 

Mr. F. insisted that the law of 1800 had not been retrospect. 
ive—it was prospective only. As to the difference of jan 
guage employed by the Constitution in restricting the States 
and restricting the General Government, he thought the ary. 
ment worth little; because, as the General Government wa; 
the creature of the States, and had no powers but such as were 
granted to it, it needed no restriction on a power not granted 
whereas the States, being original depositories of power, did 
need restrictions in the exercise of powers which they did pos. 
sees, and might otherwise have exerted. No matter whether 
an ex post facto law was strictly restrained to criminal cases: 
aretrospective bankrupt was in the nature of an ex post facto 
law, and to pass it would be to violate the spirit of the Consti. 
tution. A law wasa rule ofaction; but how could a law he a 
rule to a man’s action which was not passed till ten or twenty 

ears after the action had taken place?’ He considered such a 
aw as one of the most tyrannical exercises of power which the 
imagination could conceive. No precedent for it was to be found 
since the dark ages. If the state of thecommunity required re. 
lief, let the relief come from the proper quarter—from the Le- 
gislatures of the States or from the mercy and consideration 
of the creditor, which was rarely appealed to in vain by an 
bones debtor, who could show a clear case and make a fair sur. 
render. 


Mr. f. opposed the law as not being uniform in its opera- 
tion, and therefore not constitutional. He argued this point 
from the different liens created by the laws of different States 
on the property of debtors. 

Explanations here passed as to the lawsof Louisiana with 
ee on and as the laws of Connecticut with Mr. TRUM. 

Mr. FERRIS waivedthe question of expediency, partly for 
want of time to discuss it, but chiefly on the ground 
a ifa law was unconstitutioual it never could be truly ex- 

ecient. 
: Mr. SALTONSTALL obtained the floor, and on his motion, 
the committee rose and reported progress. 

On leave given, Mr. STROKELY of Ohio, presented the pe- 
tition of Dr. Crawford, Robert Beves, and 113 other, citizens of 
Jefferson county, Ohio, remonstrating strongly against the re- 
peal ofthe Independent Treasury; establishment of a Fiscal 
Ageut; distribution of the proceeds of the public lands, and 
againsta protective tariff. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Wenpnespay, August 11, 1841. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
monication from tne Secretary of the Treasury, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Sena’e, giving 
a list of allarticles imported duty free, or bearing 
a less duty than twenty per cent. ad valorem, with 
the amount of duties paid on, and value of, those 
articles 1837, °38, and *39; which was laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana offered a resolution in- 
structing the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Ro»ds to inquire into the expediency of provid-ng 
by law, at the pre-ent session, to enable the Posi 
Offi-e Department to liquidate the dues from it. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama offered a resolution in- 
quiring of the Secretary of the Treasury why he 
has not laid before the Senate the information, in 
compliance with a resolution passed last session, 
calling for theissues of scrip, connected with mil.- 
tary land warrants, 

Both resolutions lie over one day. 

Mr. CALHOUN pres:nted a memorial and reso- 
lutions adopted a few dayssince by a large and re- 
spectab'e number of the citizens of the Isle of 
Wight county, Virginia, at a meeting held in the 
court house «f thecounty. The memorial and re- 
sclations are couched in most respectful terms, but 
at thesame time express in strong lan.uage the 
opinions of the mecting, that the measures aitemp'- 
ed tobe forced upen the country at this extra ses- 
sicn, are not approved of by the great body of the 
people of ‘he United States. Much had been said 
in praise of the hasty action of the other House, 
designated so emphatically a “‘g!orious” House, be- 
cause of its precipitate action; but he, (Mr. Cat- 
HOUN,) would venture to say that never were mea- 
sures so repugnant to the great body of the people, 
as these very measures for the haty passage of 
which that House had been so much lauded. ‘The 
people never could, be would unhesitatingly assert, 
be brought to believe that a National Bank—n2- 
tional deb\—}istribution—and high taxation, were 
reasons for which their representatives would be 
entitled to their thanks, Those who wanted such 
measures might cal! it “glorious” legislation; but 
the people never would approve of such mea-ures. 
He held that the people had a right to be heard, 
and he would therefore content himself, for the 
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present, in moving that the papers which he had 
presented be printed. He requested the Secretary 
of the Senate would have the gocdaess to read 
them. 

The Secretary of the Senate then read the me- 
morial and resolutions, of which the following is 
ao abstract: 

At a meeting of a large number of the citizens 
of the Isle of Wight, Jostan Hotteman presided, 
and W. H. Jorpan acted as Secretary. The meet- 
ing was addressed by Colonel Artuur Smitu, 
and by Joe Hotteman, esq. Resolutions were 
adopted unanimously, that Congress has no power 
to create a National Bank. That should Cen- 
gress pass a Bank or Fiscal Agent, it is the opi- 
nionof che meeting the char'er may be rightlully 
repealed. That the distribution cf the proceeds of 
the public lands, with a deficiency in the Treasurv, 
and an assumption of the debts of the Siates, is in 
violation of the rights of the States, and a dange- 
yous encroachment upon the liberties of the peo- 
ple. That Congress has no power to lay and co!- 
ject taxes, except to pay the debts of the General 
Government, and to provide for the common de. 
fence and general welfare, and has no power to 
lay and collect taxes, &c. with a view to the pro- 
tection of any interest, either manufacturing, com- 
mercial or agricultural. That the donation made 
to ihe widow of the late President of the United 
States, wara palpable violation of the Constitu- 
tion, and an unwarrantable waste of the public nio- 
ney. That copies of these proceedings be forward 
tothe Hon. Jonn C. Cata un and Hon. Tuomas 
H. Benton of the Senate, and Hon. Jinn W. 
Jones of the House of Representatives, with a re- 
quest that they present them to the Congress of 
the United Siates. 

After they were read, Mr. CALHOUN renew- 
ed his motion to print, and called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The question was accordingly put, and negatived 
—yeas 19, nays 20, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, Mc- 
Roberts, Mouton, Nicholson, Pierce, Smith of 
Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wil- 
liams, Woodbury, and Wrighi—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bates, Bayarc, Berrien, Choate, 
Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Dixon, Evans, Gra- 
ham, Huntington, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Pres- 
ton, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Southard, Tall- 
madge, White, and Woodbridge—20. 

Mr. CALHOUN said this was the first time he 
had ever known so respecitul and unexceptionable 
an expression of the opinions of a large and respect- 
able meeting, to be refused the usual courtesy of 
being printed. _ It was the first time since the be- 
ginning of this Government that a general gag sys- 
lem was attempted to be extended to the exclasion 
of public opinion. Here was the opinion of a 
large and respectable pubiic meeting shut out 
from publicity, and from the common courtesy of 
printing, by a bare majority in favor of this gag 
system. Let it be told to the people that they are 
no more to remonstrate; but will that effect the ob- 
ject of the gentlemen? They may gag this 
body, but they cannot gag the people? Do tke 
gentlemen think by silencing such memorials 
and resolutions, the can escape public comment? 
If they do, they deceive themselve:: this is but the 
muttering of the thunder, and the gentlemen and 
their measures will be swept before the coming 
storm as the chaff before the whirlwind. With 
these remarks for the present, he would now move 
to lay the papers on the table. 

Mr. BENTON requested Mr. Catnoun to with- 
draw his motion to lay the proceedings on the table 
for a moment, and Mr. Catnoun withdrew his mo- 
tien. 

Mr. Benton then went on to say, that, having 
conformed to the decision of the Senate in moving, 
without debate, yesterday morning to take up the 
Fauquier proceedings, he would now take the op- 
portunity to say something of those resolations, 
and' the reasons which were urged for refusing to 
printthem. These reasons may be comprehended 
under three heads: 1. That they related to subjects 
which had passed by, and with which the Senator 
had nothing farther todo. 2. That they were dis- 


respectful in their langaege. 3. And that they as- 
serted the right of repeal in relation te the Fiveal 
Bank. These were the objections; and to these I 
answer, that the first and second objections are un- 
founded in point of fact, and so shown to be by 
the resolutions. One of them applies to this extra 
session itself, the caliing of whieh it condemns, 
and I think most justly. The session still con- 
tinnes, and the resolution denies the wisdom 
and economy of this session—condemns i's 
call, and its objects—and considers its existence 
a public injury. In all this [concur with the 
meeting; and as the session still continues, this re- 
solution, of course, applies to a measure which 
has not passed by; and, therefore, the objection to 
it isunfounded. Another resolution applies to the 
new tax bill—the tea tax bill—which it utterly and 
most righteously condemns; and that bill is still 
before us. A third measure to which the resolu- 
lions apply, is the land distribution bill, and that is 
still before us. They also apply to the Bank bill 
which was still in the other House when the reso- 
lutions were offered, and which may be before the 
Senate again. Thus, three of the subjects men- 
tioned in the resolutions, were, and are still before 
us; a fourth was, and may be, before us; and 
all of them were before us at the time the meet- 
ing was held. The objection, then, which ap- 
plies to the past by, or gome by, character of 
the measures, is unfounded in point of fact. 
With respect to the next objection, that the reso- 
lutions were ditrespectfal, Mr. B. said that this 
objecticn was one whic) was susceptible of a deci- 
sive answer. The resolutions would speak for 
themselves, and show their own character. 
They had been read in this chamber, and 
seen to be perfectly respectful. They will 
be published, and the public will judge. The 
public can judge as well as we; and, to help 
out their judgments, I shall merely refer them to 
the character of the memorials and resolves sent 
to this chamber by the Bank party during the pa- 
nic session, lavishing every odious epithet on Pre- 
sident Jackson and the Government; and the whole 
of which were received here with so much honor, 
commented upon with so much zeal, and printed 
with so much haste, and now forming six volumes 
of documents on our shelves. To the third objec- 
tion, no question of fact is raised. The fact is 
admitied. One of the resolutions declares the re- 
pealability of this Fiscal Bank, and the daty of 
Congress to repeal it. This is admitted and justi- 
fied. I say the people have a right to ask for this 
repeal, and to be respectfully treated when they do 
ask for it. It is their righ'; and it is for themselves 
to assert that right at home, and for their represen- 
latives to vindicate it here. What! Do those who 
advocate abolition petitions—who want them re- 
ceived and respectfully considered—do they object 
to a repeal petition as disrespectful? If s2, let the 
people know it. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky begged leave to maxe a 
single remark. 

Mr. BENTON conceived the pending qnestion 
was on th= motion to lay the pxpers on the table. 

Mr. CLAY. But, sir, they are not laid on the 
table yet. 

The CHAIR was understood to say that the Se- 
nator from South Carolina had suspended his mo- 
tion to al!ow the Senator from Missouri to make 
his remarks. 

Mr. CLAY. Now, sir, who wants to suppress 
discussion? What I was going to say was, that 
we had heard with great patience and respect the 
papers reac; but we «donot see any necessity for 
printing them; they have been published already. I 
saw ‘them in a Virginia paper this morning—on 
the score of publicity, there is no occasion to print 
them. I now move to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. ARCHER. I hope the Senator will suspend 
his motion for a moment. 

Mr. CLAY. No, sir, I cannot withdraw my 
motion. 

Mr. WOODBURY calied for the yeas and nars 
which were ordered, and they were—21 yeas, 21 
nays; and so the motion of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky was negatived. 

Mr. ARCHER then explained, that what he 


wished to say when the Senator from Kentucky de- 
clined giving him an opportunity, was that he was 


| absent from his seat when the vote was taken on 





| indignation is rising. 


the motion to print. Elad he been in bis place, he 
would have voted for the motion. The memorial 
and resolutions were from a portion of his consti- 
tuents wiih whom hedid not concur in political 
opinions; but they were couched in respectfal 
terms, and he had ever acted on the principle that 
in such cases the courtesy of printing and consi- 
deration was due to any respectiul expression of 
opinion coming from any portion of the people. 
This was the explanation he wished to make when 
he asked the Senator from Kentucky to suspend 
his motion 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama made a few remarks 
not heard in the gallery. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that it was due to the Se- 


| nator from Virginia to state, that the presentation 


of petitions takes place immediately after the read- 
ing of the journal in the morning, and that he had 
delayed! the presentation of the proceedings till the 
last moment, without losing the opportunity of pre- 
senting them to-day. He (Mr. C.) had intended to 
make to the Senator from Kentucky the very reply 
which the Senator from Virginia had. It is am- 
ple, without adding a word, and he adopted it as 
his own. 

The course of the Senator from Kentucky in op- 
posing the printing, is in keeping with his entire 
course during the present session. Aller gagging 
the Honse, and altempting to gag the Senate, it 
was but to be expected that he should next attempt 
to gag the people—to stifle their veice in their own 
House. The attempt was in vain. The public 
The voice of the people, if 
suppressed here, would next be heard through the 
ballot box. We already hear the rambling of the 
distant thunder. The s'orm was approaching, 
which wonld sweep away those who had betrayed 
a confiding people, and with them the doings of 
this long to be remembered session. 

Regarded in any other light but tnat of disre: pect 
to those whose proceedings he had presented, he 
had no cause to complain of the conduct of the Se- 
nator in refusing to print them. It afforded another 
proof of the reckless violence that marks the con- 
duct of that Senator. His hobby, which he has 
spurred and lashed so unmercifully, is panting un- 
der him, and this last blow will bring rider and 
hobby to the ground. 

He would now renew the motion to lay the pro- 
ceedings on the table. 

Mr. CLAY made some remark from his chair, 
not distinctly heard. 

The proceedings were laid on the table. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial of 
a large number of ci izens, resident of our North- 
ern frontier, in favor of defences on that frontier, 
setting forth the importance of steam power on 
the lakes; and communicating some important 
facts, not before made public, wih relation to 
British movements on that frontier; which was re- 
ferred to ‘hz Committee on the Militia. 

Mr. CLAY ot Kentucky, from the Committee 
on Finance, reperted the bill for the repeal of the 
Sub-Treasury, with the amendments from the 
House, with which the committee recommended a 
concurrence. He moved to take up the bill 
now. 

Mr. WRIGHT suggested that the bill be post- 
poned asthe Senator from Virginia [Mr. Rives] 
was not present, who had taken an interest when 
the bill was before under consideration, in the 
subject embraced in one of the amendments. 

Mr. CLAY would be very happy if the Sena- 
tor and all others were present; he thought it was 
important, at this stage of the session, to take up 
and pass the biJl now. It was well known that the 
President had before him another important mat- 
ter immediately connected with tnis subject, and it 
would be weil that both matters shauld be before 
him at the same time. 

"Mr. KING said it was certainly de-irable that 
the Senate should have time to lock into and de- 
liberate upon the amendments made by the other 
House. How can the Senate be prepared to act 
upon these amendments without having an op- 
portanity of examination? 
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Mr. BENTON considered this subject one which 
could not with propriety be pressed on the Senate 
without time being given for deliberate action. 
The amendments of the House were important, 
and would require caution and deliberation. He 
hoped the matter would be laid over. 

The CHAIR explained that this was not a mo- 
tion to take np the bill; it was a motion to consi- 
der the report of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LINN wished to ask the Chair a question, 
which was, whether, if the Senate weni into the 
consideration, at the expiration of the morning 
hour the subject could be laid over by motion. 

The CHAIR said it was not strictly the business 
of the morning hour, and could only proceed by 
consent. lf so permitted, it would be in order 
after the morning hour. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama said that, as the Chair 
had stated, it was not a question to take up, buta 
question for consideration. The remarks of the 
Senator from New York were sufficient to show the 
propriety and necessity of postponement. If the 
Sevator from Virginia [Mr. Rives] were in his 
place, he would probably be able to satisfy the Se- 
nate that ‘hese amendments should not be concur- 
redin. it was well known that that Senator had 
strong objections to one of those amendments. As 
to the argumenis urged by the Senator from Ken- 
tacky, {Mr. Cray,] that there was an absoluie ne- 
cessity for the immediate concarrence of the Se- 
nate, in order that the bill might go before the Pre- 
sident of the United States while deliberating on 
the Bank bill, he (Mr. Cray of Alabama) consi- 
dered them any thing bat satisfactory or persua- 
sive. If the President should decide against the 
Bank bill, 1 would certainly be then necessary to 
take into consideration the propriety of repealing 
this Independent Treasury bij], and thereby leav- 
ing the Treasury without any safeguard or regula- 
tion by law. If, on the ether band, the President 
signs the Bank bill, that will, in itself, be a repeal 
of the Independent Treasury bill; so that, in any 
case, there can be no necessity, while there is ma- 
nifest impropriety, in the present course. He would 
now move to proceed to the orders of the day. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky. Very well, sir; I 
now move that the Land bill be postponed, and 
that we take up the report of the Committee of Fi- 
nance on the House amendments to Senate bill 
No. 1. ? 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama raised a point of order, 
contending that the regular orders coald not be laid 
on the tab'e till announced by the Chair. 

Mr. CALHOUN sustained the point of order 
raised by Mr. Cray of Alabama. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky. I now rise, sir, for 
the purpose of coming to the point, and withdraw 
all my motions; let the orders of the day come be- 
fore the Senate. 

The CHAIR then said the order of the day was 
the uofinished busiaess of yesterday—the Distribu- 
tion bill. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky. Well, cir, I now 
move to lay that bill on the table. 


Mr. WRIGHT called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 23, nays 22, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Dixon, Evens, 
Graham, Huntington, Merrick, Milier, Morehead, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston Simmons, Smith of Inadi- 
ana, Southard, Tallmadge, White, and Wood- 
bridge— 23 

NAYS—Wissrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, Cuthbert, Fulton, 
King, Linn, McRoberts, Mouton, Jiicholson, 
Pierce, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Wiargeon, 
Tappan, Walker, Wiliams, Woodbi::, Wright 
and Young—22. 

And so the Distribution bill was lu} on the 
table. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky. I now mé ic \o take 
up the report cf the Finance Committee on (he 
House amendments to the bill repealing the Sub- 
Treasury. 

Mr. KING objected that it was not the next 


thing in order. The other orders of the day had 
precedence. 
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The CHAIR said this bill had precedence on 
the calendar in the regular orders of the day. 

Mr. CALHOUN. Where is the revenue bill, 
and the other bills sent here from the House? 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky. I moved to take up 
this bill; on that I hope the question will be taken. 

Mr. WHITE asked leave to read from Jeffer- 
son’s Mannal one of the rules bearing upon the 
question at issue. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky. Ihave moved to take 
up the repeal bill, and that question I now require 
to be put. 

Mr. LINN wished to know of the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Wuire] whether he referred to one 
of the parliamentary rules, or a rule of the other 
House—the British rules, cr the American rules? 
He thought the gentlemen on that side had repudi- 
ated all parliameniary rules. : 

Mr. WHITE. Allow me to read the rule. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky. I rise to a question 
of order, sir. There is no necessity for the Senator 
from Indiana to read any rule. I have made a mo- 
tion, and let it be decided. 

Mr. WHITE. I too, sir, make a point of order. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama made a few remarks, 
not heard in the gallery. 

Mr. WHITE withdrew his point of order. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama then explained the point 
of order which he had made. It was, that all the 
business on the table coming within the orders of 
the day should be taken up and pos'poned before 
this bill could be acted on. He contended that it 
was not entitled to precedence. 

The CHAIR took a different view, and ex- 
plained. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky. My motionis to take 
up this bill in preference 1o any orders of the day 
which may have precedence. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON asked, was there any ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair that the motion 
was in order? 

The CHAIR said he had decided that the motion 
of the Senator from Kentucky was in order. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama remarked that, if nece:- 
sary to test the point, he would appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The appeal, after a few conversational remarks, 
was withdrawn. 

Mr. SEVIER made a few observations, not dis- 
tinetly heard in the gallery. 

Mr. CALHOUN, observing that the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Rives} was not in his place, 
would ca}! for the yeas and nays on the motion of 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the mo- 
tian was carried—ayes 26, noes 21, as follors: 

YEAS—Messts. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Berrien, Choate, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, 
Dixon, Evans, Graham, Huntington, Ker, Mer- 
rick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps. Porter, Prentiss, 
Preston, Simmons, Smith of Indana, Soathard, 
Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Cathbert, Fulton, King, 
Linn, McRoberts, Nicholson, Pierce, Sevier, Smith 
of Connecticut, S urgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wil- 
hams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—21. 

The bill was then taken up, the question being 
on concurring in the amendments ef the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. CLAY said the Committee on Finance re- 
commended the adoption of the amendments. 
They were but two; one to repeal what was fami- 
liarly called the pet bank system, with the excep- 
tion of one of i's provisions; the other was to re- 
peal the law whch prohibited the Governmen- 
trom paying noves of less denomination than twen- 
ty dollars. The Bank bill provided for an issue of 
notes of five dollars—this act was therefore use- 
less. He hoped beth amendments would be con- 
curred in, 

Mr. CALHOUN said this bill to repeal the Su- 
Treasury was either useless or wrong. ‘The bill 
now before the President superseded ths bill, and 
provided for the keeping of the Treasury in 
another manner. ‘The provisions of the Sub- 
Treasury act would, therefore, be superseded, if 
the Bank bill became alaw. If the President did 
noi sign the Bank bill, it was wrong to pass this, 





as it left no security by law for the Treasury. He 
would go further, and say it was indelicate. |, 
must bear on the decision of the Chief Magistrate 
on the Bank bill. They interfered, then, with his 
right of deliberation. Not content with Lagging 
the House, and attempting to gag the Senate, here 
was an altempt to coerce the Executive. They 
presented the alternative before him, that if he did 
not sign the Bank bill, the Treasury would be left 
without legal protection. 

This was, in short, the question, and he moved 
to postpone the subject to Saturday next. He had 
seen it noticed in the papers that the Chief Magis. 
trate intended to visit the ship Delaware on Satur. 
day, and he (Mr. CaLnoun] ook it for granted that 
he would dispose of the Bank bill before he made 
ihe trip. They owed it to themselves, to the Chief 
Magistrate, and to al! concerned, that this matter 
be postponed, On this motion he called the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. CLAY said if the Senator meant to erect 
himself into a tribunal of decency, he (Mr. Cray] 
would plead to his jurisdiction, and deny that he 
was competent to judge of what was decency on 
his (Mr Cuay’s) fart, or on the part of Senators on 
that side of the chamber. What had been his ob- 
ject in moving to take up this bill? He had had no 
design cf connecting the two matters. He should 
think that 1t would be agreeable to the President to 
have both subjects before him at once. Congress 
were to goon, and pass bill after bill, and ifa 
number came before the President at once, it would 
enable him to act more understandingly on them. 
The gentleman had said that in a certain contin- 
gency, this law was wrong. He (Mr. Cray) be- 
lieved, whatever might happen, that their respect to 
the wishes of the people would induce them to re- 
peal the Sab-Tieasury, at any rate. As to its being 
superseded by the Bank, it was true that some of 
the provisions of the two acts interfered, and some 
did not; whcn this was the case, the Bank bill would 
supersede the other. They should act ou matiers 
that came before them, and with all due respect 
send them to the Executive, without reference to 
the fact of others being before hin. 

Mr. BENTON rose to offer an additional reason 
for pestponing this bill until Saturday—it was, 
that the amendment from the House of Represen- 
tatives not only provided for ,epealing the depo- 
site act of 1836, and thereby placing the sword 
aud the parse in the hands of the President—a 
conjunction to which he has heretofore shown great 
anupathy, but also repeals the twenty dollar Jimit 
on Government payments in bank notes. The 
additional reason which I offer for this postpone- 
ment is this: The amendment repeals the prohi- 
bition on the use of small notes—notes under twen- 
ty dollars—which was imposed on Government 
payments some years ago, and which has operated 
so beneticially in keeping this trash out of the pub- 
lic Treasury. The reason for the repeal given by 
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Cray) is, that 
tie new Bank biil authorizes the issue ef notes as 
low as five dollars. Now the ready answer to this 
reason, is that that Bank bill is not yet a Jaw! and 
may not be! and, therefore, the amendment turns 
upona reason which does not exist! which may 
not exisi! and which many believe ,will not exist. 
This is an additional reason for a few days’ delay 
—for not embarrassing the PresipznT with the al- 
ternative of leaving the public moneys without the 
guardianship of law. With respect to the Inde- 
pendent Treasury system, it is now working weil. 
No one can show an objection to it. It is domg all 
that its friends claimed for it; and it is doing the 
good work, besides proving every day that there 
is no necessity for a National Bank, and that the con- 
stilutional pretext for it is dead. 

Mr. PRESTON said the Senate had acted on 
this subject about two months since. They had 
made it the first act to comply with the expressed 
opinions of the people, and had repealed the Suab- 
Treasury. Then, as now, its friends cried “give 
us afew days longer before this is repealed;” and 
now they entreated them to spare this cherished ob- 
ject a littie ionger. Did any body doubt the ge- 
neral sentiments on this measure, when they cun- 
sidered the unqualified condemnation from the peo- 
ple, when they considered the action of the oiher 
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